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Chapter 1. Introduction  
1.1 Topic of research 
Time and space are two important elements presented in most research papers. In their 
writings, researchers mention the specific time during which they have conducted their 
research, as well as its geographical and historical characteristics. But attention should 
be paid not to treat these elements only as the background where all the action takes 
place, since “time and space are components of action rather than containers for it. 
Space plays an important part in defining the manner in which social interaction takes 
place and the significance it has for its agents” (Tilley 1994, p.19).  More than space, 
time “with its pervasiveness” (Munn 1992, p.116), is something we can easily lose 
track of during research. In the work that will be presented further on, we will see, how 
time and space are two elements directly connected to each other. According to Munn, 
time and space are integral to each other (ibid., p.94). In this paper these two categories 
are in the center of attention. A different procedure adopted by the people of the area 
where my research took place regarding the construction of space gave these people 
the ability to think in a different way about time, while time proved to be the most 
important factor, in order for the construction to materialize.  
My research took place in a small area in the center of the city of Athens, Greece. 
Inside this area, which is called Exarchia, a small park was created in a way which was 
considered unique in the history of the country, because for the very first time it was 
the people of the area and not the government or some private construction company 
that decided to build a park.  
My initial experience of the Park which is the field of my research was five years ago, 
in 2009, during the first days of its creation, which coincided with the post-revolt 
period, so close to the events of the revolt of December 2008. The atmosphere was 
positive, full of energy and excitement regarding this unique attempt to create a park in 
an area previously used as a parking lot. The residents of Athens were quite 
enthusiastic to create it the way their hearts desired (Harvey 2012, p.4); a beautiful, 
green park, in a place where there was an ugly, grey, asphalt parking lot. As one of the 
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residents who happened to be living in Exarchia for more than seven years told me, 
“Before the creation of this lovely Park, I remember having a drink with friends at this 
bar across the street. Looking at the big signs that were still there at that time I noticed 
that they were blocking the view of everything, so I thought to myself , how great it 
would be to have trees right across the street instead of this…’’. A few years later, she, 
along with a great number of people, created what she had fantasized: an open green 
space, where everyone could breathe, meet and socialize. 
 
1.2 Socio-historical context 
Exachia is a place with a long revolutionary history in the city of Athens. Certain 
circumstances, like the founding of the Athens Polytechnic and various Departments of 
the University of Athens in the area, along with the cheap accommodation offered  and 
the special spatial characteristics of the neighborhood, such as its high population 
density (Makrygianni & Tsavdaroglou 2011, p.32), which will be mentioned later on in 
this paper (see: chapter two), led to the creation of a neighborhood which hosted the 
main anarchist activity of the country and a long revolutionary history.  
From the early years of the Modern Greek state, one of the first riots recorded in 
Modern Greek history started in Exarchia. It was the Skiadika students uprising of 
1859 (Vardis 2012, pp.14-15). The then minister of Foreign Affairs, A. Ragavis, tried 
to promote the purchasing of Greek products for the rejuvenation of the local economy. 
Students supporting his idea gathered in Pedion tou Areos (a park in the immediate 
vicinity of Exarchia) where they were met with a group of importers who had 
conflicting interests, so the need of police intervention followed. The conflict spread 
with thousands of protesters occupying the University and the police shooting against 
the crowd.  Over a century later, another student uprising also started in Exarchia. It 
was the anti-dictatorial uprising of November 1973, against the military junta (1967-
1974). This riot was centered in the campus of the Polytechnic University of Exarchia, 
with protesters and students killed. The Polytechnic (as a building) was, therefore, 
destined to become the landmark of the anti-dictatorial struggle (ibid.). After a decade 
in 1985, the killing, of a fifteen -year- old teenager by a policeman in Exarchia, led -
once again- to large scale riots. It was the killing of another fifteen -year- old teenager 
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in 2008 this time, again by a policeman in Exarchia which led to a more recent riot in 
the history of Greece (ibid.). The revolt of December 2008, lasted almost three months 
and spread to all the big cities around Greece, while solidarity protests took place in 
big cities all around the world.   
As an outcome of all this, the majority of the residents, in this neighborhood are 
politically active. Several assemblies gather there, one of which is the ‘Initiative of the 
residents of Exarchia’ (in Greek: ‘Protovoulia Katikon Eksarchion’). It was this 
assembly and the assembly ‘Here, Now and for All of Us” which made the call for the 
occupation of a parking lot in the area of Exarchia in order to recreate it as a park, in 
March 2009. People -still ‘hot’ at that time, from the riots- answered to the calling, and 
the Park was created.  
The situation was very different when I entered the field as a researcher in 2014. The 
post-revolt enthusiasm was replaced by disappointment. The sociopolitical situation in 
Greece during my time in the field was very different than that of the time of the 
creation of the Park. The years following the riot of 2008, were not years of peace. 
People did not leave the streets of the capital city unoccupied. Protests and strikes were 
daily phenomena which had tinted the atmosphere with the tension which was evident, 
especially in the center of town. This air of anger brought on by despair would 
culminate with the greatest of all the occupations that of Syntagma square in 2011. 
Under the shadows of protests and strikes throughout the whole country, the 
government signed the so-called “Memorandum of Cooperation” with the IMF, the 
ECB and the EU1 in May 2010, and, thus, became committed to imposing great 
economic austerity measures in order to reduce its budget deficit and reconstruct its 
economy (Kaplanis 2011, p. 216). 
After this period of unrest, nearly four years later, the reality in Greece and especially 
in Athens, is different. Today, the economic crisis, as well as the social crisis are 
obvious everywhere around the city and any form of protest has been replaced by 
misery and resignation. The homeless and beggars in every corner of the streets are no 
                                                          
1 International Monetary Fund (IMF), European Central Bank (ECB), European Union (EU). 
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longer an exception but a common sight. Despite these extreme conditions, people do 
not occupy the streets as much any longer. Protests are rare and when they do happen, 
they are of a very small scale, in comparison to previous years. Disappointment is the 
prevailing feeling. 
 
1.3 Entering the field. 
I entered my field of research, which had this small Park as its starting point under 
these circumstances and then went on to the whole area which is called Exarchia. The 
Park, as mentioned above, was the achievement of the people who occupied a small 
piece of land which is still the property of the state.  
Disappointment seemed to be a general feeling which prevailed in the neighborhood 
while I did my research. Exarchia, is an area where many occupations take place and it 
is well-known for its political attempts towards social antagonistic movements. 
Various places that have been occupied have their assemblies there, just like the Park 
does. In all the assemblies that I have attended, disappointment was the main feeling 
present. And this is quite discouraging, when taking into consideration the power that 
the social antagonist movement had in the past. This period of time and the way people 
are responding, or better, not responding to it is quite alarming. The power of the Park 
as a part of the social antagonistic movement is undeniable, considering the number of 
people that take part in its assembly. This participation becomes even more important 
if we bear in mind the very difficult circumstances (such as police intervention and 
adverse weather conditions -to mention but a few- ) the assembly had to face especially 
during its initial years.  
According to the antagonistic movement all crises, as well as the economic crisis that 
Greece is facing, is not just what it appears to be. It is a crisis of the system, a battle 
between the classes. The social antagonistic movement refers to this antagonism 
between the classes and it is the attack from those ‘on the bottom’ against those ‘on the 
top’.  In a battle in which, the upper classes try to overcome the crisis of the system, by 
repressing the lower classes even more. In the economic crisis of Greece, it is the upper 
class which tries to overcome the problem by taking measures which affect only the 
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middle and lower classes. For instance, the severe tax measures taken have had little 
effect on the upper classes, while the middle and lower classes have had to bear the 
brunt and have suffered immensely. 
The enthusiasm and optimism of the first years of the Park’s creation were no longer 
obvious. My first days in the field brought me face to face with the difficulties of the 
Park but also with its power. An undeniable power, which slowly revealed itself during 
the months that I was there. The power of the people to take control of their lives and 
make their space cater for their needs, instead of passively accepting what the 
government or some company has in mind for them. 
In the ‘battle’ where the privatization of land and of part of stately owned companies 
and organizations (for example, electricity or water supply companies) takes place  in 
order to serve the interests of great corporations, it is the case of the Park that offers an 
alternative solution. Its power stands on the support of the great number of people and 
the fact that these people come from all walks of life-not only those that actively 
support the movement. This shows that an attempt where the interest of the inhabitants 
of an area, instead of the profit of the few,  was set above all and became a great 
success, proving to people that an alternative way of organizing urban life and public 
space in the city is possible. 
The day following its creation, the assembly of the Park was formed. To this day this is 
the assembly, with same and as well as different members, which deals with the 
matters of the Park. This is an open-to-all assembly, where all of its members are 
equal. The period of time that I was there all the old and new members of the assembly 
were residents of Exarchia. Since the Park was first of all a necessity for those living in 
this densely- populated neighborhood, the Park was a matter which mainly concerned 
its own residents. Support from these people was the main request of the assembly of 
the Park. 
Timing seemed to be a very important issue. The time of the year that I entered the 
field was crucial, concerning the type of data that I gathered. During winter, public 
places are not very busy, mostly because of the weather. In the summer though, 
Exarchia and the Park are very popular destinations. As I have been told by my 
informers “eight out of twelve months of the year the Park is amazing”. But my 
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presence there in the winter gave me a very clear picture, of who the people who use 
the Park daily actually are. I will refer to them as ‘daily users’. These are the people 
who hang out in the park for hours on a daily basis. These people, in their majority, 
were not residents of Exarchia who just found the Park as a place to hang out while 
feeling free to do so. The presence of some of them, as we shall see later on, is closely 
related with the use of light drugs. The absence of casual visitors or people from 
neighboring areas due to the fact that it was winter and in winter people occupy public 
places less since the temperatures are relatively low, created the impression that the 
Park was occupied almost exclusively by the ‘daily users’. 
 
1.4 The importance of timing 
Timing proved to be crucial. The time the Park was created was a time of great 
importance and a significant turning point, when Greece counted another riot in its 
history, the one in 2008, surely the most severe during the post-dictatorial period (the 
period after the military junta of 1967 – 1974). The Park was not only different during 
winter but also showed differences even during the time of day or the day of the week 
that I was there. As T2. told me about time and the Park: “there are times that someone 
can say ‘I went to the Park at five and it was terrible’ and exactly the same day 
someone else can say ‘really? I passed through the park at seven and it was great!’ and 
both of them are telling the truth! It is amazing!” 
Within this tiny space which constitutes the Park, I have found two different groups of 
people. Those who I call the ‘daily users’ of the Park and those who are ‘the assembly’ 
of the Park. These groups proved to have a different perception of time. This made me 
aware of something that I had never questioned before, the issue of temporality. 
According to Norbert Elias, by exploring problems of time one can find out a good 
deal about human beings and about oneself that had not been properly understood 
before. The problem regarding time becomes great, since there is the question of how 
                                                          
2 All those who volunteered information did so under the agreement of anonymity. In respect of this, I 
will be referring to them only by the use of random initials. 
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someone can measure something that is not perceptible to the senses that “can be 
neither seen nor felt, neither heard nor tasted nor smelt” (Elias 1992, p. 1). I was used 
to measuring time and living by the clock, but counting time in hours and minutes, is 
only a social convention. With the use of a social standardized sequence, that of the 
clock, people can compare sequences that are not directly comparable (ibid., p. 2). 
This different ways of dealing with time by my informers, brought up the question of 
the human factor in matters of time. According to Helga Nowotny, many individuals 
today are articulating their wish for greater autonomy over their time, including the 
ability to structure time in such a way that it yields units meaningful to them and in 
accordance with certain types of activities embedded in their life situations (Nowotny 
1992, p. 445).  
The place of the Park has proven very crucial in this attempt of people to organize time 
according to their needs and in a way that will make sense to them. The place where 
somebody is, defines the way she or he feels about the opportunities offered to 
articulate time in his or her own way. Thus, we will see how the Park and the whole 
neighborhood of Exarchia, offer a place where people are free to deal with time in 
many different ways.  
 
1.5 The importance of space 
Very closely connected with the idea of structuring time according to one’s concept of 
time, is the idea of constructing a place according to one’s needs. The Park, as well as 
other places in Exarchia, offers an alternative way of dealing with issues such as the 
construction of urban public spaces.  
A number of occupied places in the area, all parts -in the broader sense- of the social 
antagonistic movement view clashes or the very presence of the police as an intrusion 
on “a ground occupied by the antagonistic movement” (Makrygianni & Tsavdaroglou 
2011, p. 40).  These areas of occupied places offer people courses they can follow, 
spots they can hang out at and even places that offer medical care. These are places 
with a different perspective of how social policies should be planned and are all 
connected to the request of the Right to the City (mainly discussed in chapter two) 
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which, according to Purcell “implies radical transformations in the structures of 
political power” (Purcell 2002, p. 104).  
The main suggestion of the case of the Park was to show that residents can prove to be 
active and responsible for planning and creating urban public spaces. In the process of 
making and re-making the city, man is making and re-making himself; that is why we 
cannot separate the kind of city we create from the kind of people we want to be and 
the kind of social relations we seek to develop (Harvey 2012). Keeping in mind the 
aforementioned, in order for the urban population of a city to live the way it wishes, it 
has to be city dwellers themselves who design the urban environment they live in. 
However, in the process of creating and re-creating a city, its inhabitants are not those 
who have the power to decide what shape it will take. 
In Greece, in the year 2009, people gathered and created a public space the way David 
Harvey suggested, as the right not only to use a space but also to be in the position to 
change it the way you want (Harvey 2003, p. 939). 
The Park is known as the “Park of December” or “Navarinou Park”, but its friends just 
call it “the Park” and this is the name I am going to use in this paper. 
 
1.6 Reforming the research question according to research data 
My original intention was to research the Right to the City as a response and in 
contrast to recent gentrification, since Athens has been the place of great spatial 
changes, at least during the past two decades. While during my research, I realized that 
in Exarchia, gentrification was not the major issue at that time. Even though the issue 
was something the inhabitants of the area had faced in the past, what was happening in 
the neighborhood was of greater significance. 
After being in the field for a while and visiting several of the assemblies of the area, I 
realized that the Park was quite a unique place. It was a place which gave the feeling of 
being totally free, away from any enforced rule from the state. On the other hand this 
fact was also the cause of difficulties in its organization from the assembly of the Park, 
offering a unique opportunity to witness and think about the difficulties of creating a 
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public space in such a revolutionary way. In connection to this, all the assemblies of 
the area, seemed to have created a place where the residents of Exarchia could satisfy 
most of their needs in a way that they are not dependant on the market.  
In this context, the absence of gentrification was very clear in my research. When 
asking my sources about spatial changes before or during the Olympic Games of 2004, 
they were surprised. If we exclude the issue of drug addicts and stray dogs 
disappearing from every neighborhood of the city, no other change seemed to have 
been made in Exarchia during this period of time. On the other hand, all my informers 
(members of assemblies and residents of Exarchia), agreed that the problems which 
vary in severity from time to time the neighborhood had and still has with drug dealing 
and drug addicts, is a way that leads to  degradation of the neighborhood. But as one of 
my informers, a middle-aged resident of more than ten years in Exarchia said, “the 
residents of Exarchia are not passive to what is happening to their neighborhood. We 
all love this area and this is why we do not abandon it. No one will ever agree to let his 
or her house here be sold at very low price. Each of us individually and all together 
with our collectives and assemblies have a very strong say to what is happening to our 
neighborhood, and we will not desert it”.   
What was happening in the field at the time led me away from my initial interest in 
issues of gentrification. The Park, as well as the whole area, cried a loud request for 
freedom and change of political order. The opportunity to research on different 
perceptions of time, which seems almost impossible in the rest of the city, since time is 
taken so much for granted that it is rarely questioned, as well as this issue of time in 
connection with space and the loud request of a different way of constructing public 
space, appeared much stronger and more important than gentrification. 
 
1.7 Research methods and the researcher’s position in the field 
When I entered the field, I was literally ‘returning home’. Coming back to the city that 
I have always lived in could not be considered a socking experience. Going to such a 
familiar environment was a fact that had both advantages, as well as disadvantages, as 
we shall see further on. 
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Since my research had to do with a public urban space, I was just another person using 
this space. I was not part of any NGO or other organization, nor was I doing any 
internship.  
Since I have always lived in the city of Athens, I was literally doing research at home. 
My dual identity as a researcher and an insider was an advantage and a disadvantage at 
the same time. My proximity with the place and the fact that I am a native, was the 
cause of one great challenge during my research. While as a newcomer or a foreigner 
everything is new and every question and explanation asked is considered reasonable, 
in my case it was not. Many of my informers assumed that some things were taken for 
granted. They thought that a further explanation was not required, since I was familiar 
with the situation. This was of course partly true, since I was familiar with the issues 
discussed, but my request was to hear their position and opinion. Some of my 
questions might have seemed too weird for some of them. One day, one of my 
informers told me “You are a very nice person, but you ask too many questions!” In 
our discussion afterwards about it, he told me that since I was from there “You should 
just know!”. 
On the other hand, my proximity with the place and the fact that I speak the language 
was a great advantage. It helped me mingle very quickly. I discovered how important 
understanding the language could be. I could follow conversations, understand what 
was been said at the assemblies, talk to passer-bys, hear comments by people strolling 
past the park, and most important of all people felt free to talk to me without having to 
think twice about what they were saying, because of the absence of a language barrier. 
I decided that, in order to gain a more well-rounded view of the issue of public space in 
Exarchia, I had to interview the members of the assembly of the Park and members of 
other assemblies, the users of occupied places and, of course, the residents of Exarchia. 
My entering the field did not disturb their daily rhythms much. The assemblies wanted 
newcomers at their gatherings and they were used to having researchers around them, 
especially at the assembly of the Park. For the users, I was just another person hanging 
out there and at the time that I interviewed the residents of Exarchia, which was during 
my last month on the field, they were already used to my questions and my company. 
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As time passed I became one of the crowd. A mutual trust was built between my 
informers and I, which helped me gain access to even more information.  In time, my 
perception about the issues that interested me became clearer and, thus, I could ask 
questions that were more precise.  
I gathered my data by taking unstructured interviews, spot sampling, mapping, and 
most importantly by observation and participant observation. All these helped me 
gather a wide range of information, about the groups of people that I was talking to and 
the places I was interested in.  
Spot sampling helped me, especially in the first month of my research to gather data 
about the use of the Park. When spot sampling, I would stop doing whatever it was I 
was doing and I would take note of the exact time and what was happening at this 
particular time. I would write down how many people where there, how many were 
women and how many men and what they were doing. I did this at several times of the 
day, very early in the morning, at noon, in the afternoon, at night and very late at night. 
This helped me identify which were ‘the best’ hours for me to be there, according to 
the day.  
Unstructured interviews I found helped me gather a broader range of information and 
while the act of interviewing was known to all the participants, avoiding any kind of 
misunderstandings (Bernard 2011, p. 211).This made my informants feel more at ease.  
Mapping gave me extra information about how the different places in Exarchia 
influenced the route through the city that my informants chose within their day. Lastly, 
and probably above all, with observation and even more with participant observation, I 
managed to get an inside view, which gave me a better understanding of all the 
information gathered through the methods mentioned above. 
 
1.8 Ethical considerations 
As mentioned in the previous section, I have always lived in the city of my research. 
Thus, I knew what the place I was going to was like, as well as what the feeling of 
being there would be.  
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The difficulty which came up with this dual identity of researcher and native was that I 
had to be a person with a very different role in a place where I used to have a certain 
identity all the years of my life. One of the issues that I had to think about was how I 
would explain what I was doing there to those that I met. My presence there was 
nothing extraordinary, so people did not feel the need to ask me what I was doing 
there. In the assembly of the Park, there was no problem, because I immediately 
explained what I was doing. The difficulty arose when I encountered accidental 
acquaintances at the Park.  For those I happened to meet at the Park by chance, I had to 
think of a way to explain my presence. I resolved this by explaining to them after a 
couple of meetings that I was doing research and what the nature of my research was. 
This was not standard procedure and was altered according to the case. If I met a 
person that I thought would be helpful to interview or meet again, I explained what I 
was doing and asked for a meeting immediately instead of waiting to meet a couple of 
times more by accident. 
As time passed and research continued, I felt I did not have many problems to face, 
regarding ethics. While interviewing people who are anarchists or might be members 
of different kinds of assemblies of occupied places, there was a necessity for me to be 
honest and discrete. I always asked for permission to record interviews and in the cases 
I judged that recording might stress or cause fear or anxiety to my interviewee, I made 
the decision to take notes instead.  In all cases I was asked to keep the informer’s 
identity anonymous and this I have completely respected.   
Returning from the field and while writing, the issue that came up, was which 
information to use and which not.  There is information that is very interesting and 
useful in the analysis and the connection of the theory with the ethnographic data, 
which I do not consider ethical to use since it was revealed to me in strict confidence. I 
promised to keep my informants anonymous and this is why I have excluded any type 
of information that might identify the person. Even if the name has been changed, a 
description can reveal who this person is, especially when it is read by my informers 
themselves. The same applies to visual material. All the pictures included in this paper 
do not show the faces of the people involved in the research. 
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My opinion about the occupation of the Park is already known to my informants. I 
believe by keeping the promise of anonymity I have given while conducting my 
research in the field, and also by not using revealing visual material that I have 
gathered has helped me keep my promise. I strongly believe that by keeping this 
agreement with my informers, this paper will not pose a threat to anybody, while, at 
the same time, this omission from my work will not interfere with scientific analysis. 
 
Chapter 2. Theoretical foundation 
Although my initial aim was to research gentrification issues in connection to 
construction of urban public space ‘from below’, during the research my focus 
changed. As mentioned in the introduction, time and timing proved to be more 
important, while gentrification was not a major issue at this place, at least at the period 
of time the research took place. So another connection was made between the ability 
people have to structure their time in a way that makes sense to them and furthermore, 
the request of people to structure the public place of the area they live in according to 
the way they feel it will cover their needs for open space, socializing and living a 
complete and satisfactory life in the city.  
Issues about the importance of time and its different perceptions, have been analyzed 
by many scholars. In this chapter I introduce important theories about the issue of time 
in social theory. This will lead to the connection between time perception and 
construction of place and the role of the human factor. From the way the human factor 
affects the construction of time, we will move to the importance of people’s acts while 
constructing urban public space. According to Tilley, “Space is socially produced, and 
different societies, groups and individuals act out their lives in different spaces. Space 
in itself no longer becomes a meaningful term. There is no space, only spaces. These 
spaces, as social productions, are always centered in relation to human agency and are 
amenable to reproduction or change because their constitution takes place as part of the 
day-today praxis or practical activity of individuals and groups in the world. They are 
meaningfully constituted in relation to human agency and activity” (Tilley 1994, p. 
10).   
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Very closely connected with the data gathered on the field, is the theoretical discussion 
about Lefebvre’s notion of the Right to the City that I will address in this chapter.  
In the chapters, two and three that follow after this one I will apply these theories to the 
ethnographic data gathered to show how these ideas are manifested in the daily life of 
the park and of Exarchia in Athens today.   
 
2.1 Social theory and time 
Time is always present. It passes, makes circles, and is considered as bad or good, right 
or wrong. Time is not questioned in our daily lives. We take it for granted, as 
something that is always there and something that does not need further explanation.  
According to Norbert Elias, until Galileo’s times, ‘time’ was, above all, a means of 
regulating life in the community. Natural sequences were the way of determining the 
location and duration of social activities in the flow of events. It is only in recent times 
that measuring time with the use of clocks became something separate from this social 
stream. There is no question about the fact that clocks are instruments constructed by 
people for specific purposes connected with communal life. Clocks serve people as a 
means of coordination. They help them orientate themselves within the social, 
biological and physical processes they find themselves in. Thus, they help them 
coordinate their relationship to others, as well as coordinate their activities with natural 
processes. The difficulty in social theory to deal with the issues of the social functions 
of time are obvious, if we take into consideration the difficulty people encounter in 
agreeing in a generally acceptable theory of time  (Elias 1993, pp. 3-4).  
In the discussion about time it was Emile Durkheim who quite early placed time in the 
center of social theory (Nowotny 1992, p. 422). For Durkheim, the fact that different 
people had different ideas about things such as time and space, was proof that these 
differences stem from the diversity of concepts we have in society, since we all live in 
the same world, (Bloch 1997, p. 279). Durkheim’s observations about the social origin 
of the categories of time and space, brought about questions regarding the concept of 
time and the notion of social time (Nowotny 1992, p. 422).  
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Social scientists such as Durkheim, connected concepts of time with social 
organization, thus, for them notions about time vary from society to society. In these 
different societies, time which for us seems to be self-evident, can be experienced in 
other cultures in totally different ways, not as linear as we understand it but as circular 
or static as well (Bloch 1997, p. 282). According to Barbara Adam, Kant on the other 
hand, argues that it is impossible for researchers to understand the approach of time of 
people of other cultures have, without drawing on our own understanding of it. For this 
reason he highlights the importance of reflexivity, “Reflexivity is thus necessary not 
only because knowledge is constitutive but also because we construct others to the 
templates of our own theoretical models” (Adam 1994, p. 505).  
Considering this notion of reflexivity, Barbara Adam highlights that any analysis of 
‘other time’ is, at the same time, a comment of our ‘own time’. We have to keep in 
mind firstly that by explaining the ‘other time’ we mostly explain it by what it is not 
and secondly, the dualistic model of ‘our time’ and ‘other time’ is fundamentally 
wrong. Thus, our focus should also be on what the notion of time of the observer is 
(ibid.).  
In the following chapter, perceptions of time will be discussed and this focus of 
attention on the notions of time of the observer will prove to be crucial, since it was my 
perception of time, which created a small gap in the communication between myself 
and some of my informers.  
One thing that is generally accepted is that time, in the sense of shared, inter-subjective 
time, is a necessary factor of communication (Fabian 2002, p. 42). We need a common 
notion of time, as mentioned above, to synchronize our lives and actions. In the 
following chapter, we will see how important this synchronization is for the assembly 
of the Park. When you are reaching out to invite more people to what you do, it is 
crucial to talk in a common language. In countries such us those of Europe and North 
America, were time is organized by the clock,  – This measuring of time is reinforced 
in people’s perception because of the social standardization of individuals in terms of 
socially institutionalized time. The more complex and differentiated the society is, the 
more it becomes necessary for each individual to ask himself “what is the time?” or 
“what is the day today?” (Elias 1993, p. 104).   
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According to George Simmel, life in the city is so complex that without integrating all 
activities and all mutual relations into a stable and impersonal time schedule, the 
synchronization of activities would be impossible. If, for example, all clocks in Berlin 
were to run one hour ahead, then all economic life and communication of the city 
would become chaotic for a great period of time. Thus, it is hard to imagine life in the 
big cities, without the organization of all activities according to a stable and faceless 
timetable (Simmel 1993, p. 18) 
The question that arises at this point is this of the human factor. Different ways of time 
measurement are, indeed, constructed socially, but what is the role of human 
intervention? In European and North American societies, clock time is the basic way to 
understand time. In these parts of the world, the whole society is organized according 
to calendars and clocks. But the question is how much space this society’s convention 
leaves for people to structure their time in a way that will make sense to them? 
According to Helga Nowotny, Norbert Elias was one of the first to question the 
concept of time. The problem for him was, how to account for the development of 
concepts of time, both across historical variations of social developments, and for the 
peculiar dominance of the western concept of time, which is characterized by a higher 
level of abstraction (Nowotny 1992, p. 426).  For him, time is the symbol of a 
relationship in which a group of people, between two or more continua of changes, 
chooses one and establishes it as a frame of reference. Thus, time relations are 
connections between two or more continua of changes. In this concept of time as a 
relation, Elias has solved the question of human agency, by referring to it as the 
process of human evolution through which men and women are enabled to devise 
symbols of increasing power of abstraction which are more adequate to reality. 
Furthermore, he has identified specific agents in a society who have assumed the 
power of setting and controlling time. Priests are an example of this category of people 
(ibid., p. 427). 
“To introduce into present day theory means has its core to redefine its relation to 
social action and subsequently to human agency” (ibid., p.230). Today the focus, of 
social scientists, regarding the matters of time, should be on the power of individuals to 
shape and use the time references which are given by society in their own way. 
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According to Martins, the question that needs to be answered and the one that it is 
crucial is the way that social action and time are linked (Martins 1974, p. 257).  
 
2.2 Time – space connection in the theories of social time 
In this question of social time, the connection of time to space appears to be vital. The 
relation between time and space has also been a question for many social scientists. For 
Giddens, the idea that time and space are ‘environments’ of social life has helped to 
reinforce disciplinary divisions. Thus, time might appear to be a pre-eminent concern 
for historians, the way space is for geographers. But these concerns of time and space 
are also fundamental in social theory. Social scientists should question familiar 
assumptions of time and space. For instance, the fundamental way of measuring time is 
by the clock, but clocks do not exist in an ‘environment’ of time. In the modern social 
order, clocks coordinate people and provide a global link. Without a link like this the 
modern world, as we know it, could not exist. “To imagine a world without clocks is to 
imagine a world without the standardization of time and space which is such a familiar 
part of our day to day lives that we tend to take it for granted. But of course, for the 
vast population of human history human beings have not lived in a world of regulated 
time – space of this short at all” (Giddens 2013, pp. 142-143).  
Space is a very important factor, which influences the way we organize our actions and 
the way we think about time. A very characteristic example of this can be our working 
environment. In the place we work, time is very specifically organized and so is space. 
There is a separate space for break time and lunch time and there is the space for work. 
Employees can move between these distinct spaces usually at a certain, organized time.  
In chapter two, we will see how the Park and its characteristics as an open air squat, 
influenced the way people involved with the Park regulated their time.  
The existence of the Park, influences the routines of the daily life, of those who use 
this Park. According to Giddens, we can analyze the people’s routines of day-to-day 
life, in terms of time-space paths, which these individuals follow.  
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The Park has changed the daily routines of many of the people that are fond of it and 
use it. As one of my informers said “I have changed the route I take when returning 
home. Every day I take the route that will lead me to the Park. I like sitting there for a 
while, watching people and trees and relaxing after work”.  
I found out that the Park had indeed changed the way people moved. Some leave a bit 
earlier for work to pass by the Park; others gather at the Park after work. Especially for 
those who have dogs, it became a routine to meet in the afternoon, after work. The 
Park would fill with more or less the same people who would hang out there. This Park 
had changed the way people divided their time within the days.  
According to Giddens, all societies can be analyzed as having time – space zones. The 
individuals of each society, move and structure their daily routes between these zones. 
Time and space plays an important part in defining the manner in which social 
interaction takes place and the significance it has for its agents (Tilley 1994, p. 19).  
The invention of more specific and quantified forms of time measurement, such as the 
clock has a direct impact on spatial organization. Calendars make it possible for people 
to co-ordinate their actions across space. This kind of control of time is the essence of 
industrial production. In modern societies, one main characteristic is the zoning of 
time-space activities. The most obvious example is the separation between working 
place and home. Goffman’s total institutions (id est prisons or mental institutions) is 
probably one of the clearest forms of time-space zoning (ibid., pp. 148-151).  
According to Ervin Goffman, in what he calls total institutions “all phases of day’s 
activities are tightly scheduled, with one activity leading at a prearranged time into the 
next, the whole circle of activities being imposed from above through a system of 
explicit formal rulings and body of officials” (Goffman 1961, p. 314). Characteristics 
of total institutions can be found in other places as well, such as the schools where 
cafeterias and other places provide off-hour recreation for their students. The handling 
of many human needs by the bureaucratic organization of whole groups of people, is 
what can be taken as the key factor of total institutions (Goffman 1961)  
Control of time and space is thus a political issue. According to Henry Lefebvre, space 
is political. The fact that it seems to be a natural place is because, political debates 
upon space belong to such a distant past, that it is difficult for now to trace them. The 
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space which seems natural and given to us by nature, is a social product. There is a 
connection between the production of goods and the production of space (Lefebvre 
2007, p.231). Munn argues that the political identity of space and time becomes 
obvious in the organization of our daily lives, “considered in the context of daily 
activity, clock time is quite alive, embodied in purposeful activity and experience. 
Coordinately, people are ongoingly articulated through this temporalization into a 
wider politico-cosmic order, a word time of particular values and powers” (Munn 
1992, p. 111). 
The issue of time is thus, a political matter concerning control over people, as well as 
enforcement of power.  Time and space cannot be seen separately. Time influences 
space and space influences time. Since time and space are so closely interconnected, 
people’s perceptions of time are influenced by the place they are in. Peoples’ request 
for a different way of creating urban public space is, thus, connected as well with 
inevitable changes in the perceptions of time. The freedom of people to be able to 
create the urban spaces they live in, as well as structure a timetable that is meaningful 
to them, is a political issue. The next section takes up this issue of politics to discuss 
the theory about the Right to the City, a request for an alternative way to create urban 
public space. 
 
2.3 Construction of public space and the Request for the Right to the City. 
Life in the city is for most people organized according to a very strict timetable. Cities, 
even though named ‘jungles’ by many, are places of great opportunities and great 
difficulties, as far as daily life is concerned.  
Public spaces in the cities are the places where people can meet, rest, play and satisfy 
certain social needs. According to Henri Lefebvre a city historically constructed is no 
longer understood in practice. It is only a consumption for tourists. For Lefebvre, cities 
should, once again, be the ‘oeuvre’ or work of people, the outcome of a complex 
thought of those living in the city and not just a product. But in order to make a city the 
work of its residents, it is necessary to form a different way of urban planning. The 
first thing to do towards this direction, is to defeat currently dominant strategies and 
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ideologies. In the present society, there are many different groups with different 
strategies. For example, those of the state and those of the private sector. To achieve 
this urban renewal, and remake the city the work of its citizens, a change in the 
established order is required.  The Right to the City in this direction is a “cry and a 
demand” (Lefebvre 1996, p. 158). The Right to the City can only be viewed according 
to Lefebvre as a transformed and renewed right to urban life, a life where the city 
would satisfy the needs of the society as a whole and especially of all its inhabitants. 
This right is not a legal right, but it can only be compared to the Declaration of Human 
Rights (ibid.).  
Following Lefebvre’s ideas about the Right to the City, David Harvey defines this 
right, as a collective one. For him, while involved in the procedure of remaking the 
city, man also remakes himself. “If that is correct then what kind of city we want 
cannot be separated from what kind of people we want to be, what social relations we 
seek, which relations with nature we cherish, what style of life we want, and what 
aesthetic values we hold” (Harvey 2012, p. 4). It is above all a collective right because 
in this process of remaking the city, a collective power is a necessity. In the experiment 
of the Park mentioned above, and analyzed thoroughly in the chapters to follow, 
collective power is the one that made the creation possible. To this day, it is this 
collective power that keeps it alive. According to one of my informers regarding the 
Park and the state’s attempts to ‘destroy’ it, “it is not the state we are afraid of. Losing 
the support of people is the only thing that can break the power of this attempt. As long 
as we have the support of the neighborhood, we have nothing to be afraid of”.  
The Right to the City though, has not only been considered a collective right. Different 
scholars have defined it in many different ways, as a collective right, as mentioned 
above, as a right to housing or transportation or the right of freedom (Attoh 2011, p. 
670). The Right to the City, according to Attoh, is not just one right but a collective of 
rights. Urban policy and urban design are increasingly implemented in ways that are 
undemocratic, that exclude the poor and create cities that ‘prioritize the ‘‘needs’’ of 
business and wealthy’ over the vast majority (Wastl-Walter & Staeheli 2005, as quoted 
in Attoh 2011, p. 675). In this context, scholars argue, Lefebvre’s conception of the 
right to the city is useful, both in reframing urban politics and in counteracting such 
polices (ibid.). 
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In connection to this, Mustafa Dikeç argues that focus should not be on space per se, 
but on the politics about space. Attention should be on the process that produces space 
and the implications on this production in relation to domination and oppression. 
Giving the spatial policies in France as an example, he shows how policies about 
restructuring the space of suburb neighborhoods, which were declared ‘sensitive’, not 
only failed to bring a positive outcome, but, moreover, deprived people of their Right 
to the City and legitimize government intervention. This had the creation of even 
stronger boundaries between these places and the rest of the city as a result. (Dikeç 
2002). 
Furthermore, the question of ‘what kind of right’ this Right to the City is, if it is 
understood in a narrow sense, can lead to great misinterpretations. For example, in 
another central area of Athens, near the Park, another open-air space had been 
occupied in 2009. The members of the neo-Nazi political party called Golden Dawn, 
occupied the place and created an ‘ethnically free’, public space. For them, this right 
was the right to have such a ‘free’ public space. According to Antonis Vardis and 
Dimitris Dalakoglou “If fragmented and narrowly understood, “rights” were this 
concept’s only criteria, then the Nazis’ claim for the exclusive right of Greek citizens 
to access and use of the square and the playground might also qualify” (Dalakoglou & 
Vardis 2011, p. 86). 
After discussing the question of what right this Right to the City is, the next question 
could be, who has this right? And for which city? As mentioned above, the Right to the 
City, according to Lefebvre, is a cry and a demand. For Peter Marcuse, it is the cry of 
one group of people and a demand of another. It is a cry for those “who are deprived of 
basic material and existing legal rights and an aspiration for the future by those 
disconnected with life as they see it around them, perceived as limiting their own 
potentials for growth and creativity” (Marcuse 2009, p. 190).  
The question about which city, is answered by Lefebvre. For him, it is not a right to the 
existing city, but a right to a future city and not necessarily a city, but an urban 
environment in which there will be no hierarchical distinctions and the differences 
between the city and the country would have disappeared (ibid., p. 193).  
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The elimination of any kind of hierarchical distinctions is the way the Park is 
organized and requests organizing all public places in this way. The flyers printed by 
the assembly of the Park from the beginning until now have the same orientation, they 
call the inhabitants of the city to think of the park as a garden of their neighborhood, 
common to all. In one of these flyers details about the history of the Park are presented, 
among other pieces of information, in the section called ‘What is happening here?’ 
which mentions the following: “beyond any ambitions of profit or ownership, the Park 
is a place for recreation and walking, for socializing and working out, a place free for 
creativity, above and beyond any separation of gender, race, age, and level of 
education, social or financial position. It is a place free to all and where, together, we 
can create and recreate the place according to our needs.”  
This characterization of the Park, as a place open for recreation, socializing and 
playing, coincides with the idea of urban space as an ‘oeuvre’ by Henri Lefebvre. The 
assembly of this place wants it to be the work of the people living around it and using 
it. The idea is that through communicating and socializing, the place that has already 
been created, can be recreated constantly. As all the members of the assembly told me, 
the Park is “in constant progress”. It is supposed to be the work of people in every 
sense. People will decide what they want to create in the Park. With common work, 
there will be those who create it and those who will take care of its maintenance. In the 
flyer calling for the occupation, the –no longer existing- assembly “We, here and now 
and for all of us”, call people to “actively participate in the creation of free, green, 
public spaces, which will be places of expression, socialization and recreation”. A 
point significant to mention is that all the descriptions of the Park always refer to it, 
among others, as “a place for play”. Agreeing on this with Lefebvre, who points out 
that the human being has the need of creative activity, imagination and play (Lefebvre 
1996, p. 147).  
 
2.4 Time and space – two categories directly connected. 
Theoretical discussions about the question of time in social theory, as well as the 
importance of the human factor when we refer to time are essential to an understanding 
of the social organization of the Park. This discussion about time, however, shows that 
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a connection with space becomes necessary. For Anthony Giddens, space must be 
incorporated into social theory, not as an environment, but as an integral part of the 
occurrence of social behavior. Any pattern of interaction occurs in space and time 
(Giddens 1979, as quoted in Lawrence & Low 1990, p. 489).  Time does not exists ‘on 
its own’ and this, cannot be thought of without its connection to the place that we are 
looking at. According to G. H. Mead, “time and space are not absolutes, but rather a 
multitude or plurality of temporal – spatial relations: the present or the past or the 
future do not exist – only system-relevant perspectives do” (Mead 1964, as quoted in 
Nowotny, 1992, p. 436).  
While thinking about this connection between time and space, the influence of the one 
upon the other becomes clear. Thus, when our perception of space is altered, then 
perception of time will change as well. This is also true in the case of the Park. In the 
following chapter, we will see how a public place, constructed in a way that differs 
from the usual approach -constructed not by corporation or the city council, but by 
people living in the city- can also inadvertently allow for different perceptions of time. 
 
Chapter 3. Construction of time and space in the Park and the neighborhood of 
Exarchia. 
The following chapter explains which circumstances led to the creation of the Park. 
Why the timing of its creation was so crucial will be explained and why this, in 
combination with the neighborhood in which it is located, made this attempt unique not 
only to Athens, but to the whole country.  
I will begin by explaining when (the period of time) the Park was made, where (in 
which place), and by whom (who had the initiative to organize the occupation). The 
importance of the spatiality and the time period the occupation took place will then 
become very obvious. After describing the historical facts of the creation of the Park, I 
will then go on to describe the two different groups of people that use the Park today. 
This place has a different meaning for each of these two groups. The use of it depends 
on the notion that each group has regarding the organization of time.  
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The ethnographic data will be connected to the theories of the construction of time, 
discussed in the previous chapter. According to Giddens, to understand clock time in 
modern cultures, we have to -above all- understand that it means the synchronization 
of activities in time and space (Giddens 2013). The day to day actions of these two 
groups of people will reveal to us two different approaches to time, both connected to 
the use of the same place.  
3.1 The creation of the park 
Exarchia is a tiny neighborhood in comparison to the great size of the city of Athens. 
This small place, located in the center of the city, has become the center of attention 
during the history of Athens. A “problematic” place -in the words of politicians-, 
which has also been described as “a state within the state” and the starting point of 
many riots, as well as the more recent revolt in Athens which began in December 2008. 
The neighborhood is a part of the Historical Center of Athens. It was declared as such 
in 1985, in the Master Plan of Athens. But what really makes the area a part of the 
center of Athens is, besides its spatial proximity, the fact that Exarchia has co-existed, 
developed and declined following the course of the core of the city center from 1830 
until today (Tsagkaratos 2001, p. 13)3.  
Exarchia is a neighborhood with a long radical tradition in the city of Athens. From the 
mids of 19th century, it started to attract a great number of students since, The National 
Technical University of Athens (National Metsovian Polytechnic) was located there, 
with the department of architecture still having classes in the same buildings until now. 
Today, departments of the University of Athens and the School of Law, Economics 
and Political Sciences, are all located in Exarchia. Besides students, cheap housing 
attracted intellectuals, artists and political groups to the area. A great number of book 
stores and printing shops are located there. All these had the creation of a 
neighborhood with great intellectual and political activity, as a result (Vradis & 
                                                          
3 English translation was made by the author. In the cases the reference was taken from a 
publication in Greek, translation has been made by the author. The name of the writer has been 
written with Latin characters (in the text), for the convenience of the reader, while on 
Bibliography section, the reference is given in its original form.  
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Dalakoglou 2011, p. 79). Exarchia have been characterized also as the heart of 
anarchist activity in Athens (ibid.). 
It is in this area that the revolt of December 2008 began. The years before the 
triggering of this revolt explain why this explosion of the society was almost 
inevitable. After a period of superficial economic growth, which reached its zenith in 
2004 and the hosting of the Olympic Games in Athens, another period began, this of 
the great downfall. The city of Athens was transformed, having marginalized social 
groups such as undocumented immigrants inhabiting the center, which replaced   
better-off classes (Dalakoglou 2012, p. 29).The great repression the residents of the 
city had to suffer, in combination with police brutality and poverty, main 
characteristics of the center, can explain why a society reached its limits. The police 
violence reached its peak with the killing of the teenaged Alexandros Grigoropoulos by 
the policeman Epaminondas Koroneas.  
The assassination of Alexandros Grigoropoulos took place in Exarchia, in Messologiou 
Street. The long radical tradition of the area, as well as the fact that many of the riots in 
Greece’s history began form this neighborhood, makes the fact that the revolt began 
from Exarchia, far from surprising. In conjunction with the great political and 
intellectual activity of the area, its spatial characteristics are of great importance as 
well in this matter, since it has been proven that “certain urban environmental 
characteristics are more conducive to rebellious protests than other” (Harvey 2012, p. 
117). In the area of Exarchia streets intersect every 45m, making the control of the 
police over the area almost impossible (Makrygianni & Tsavdaroglou 2011, p. 36). The 
fact that the assassination of Alexandros Grigoropoulos took place in this area, in 
public, could not be more symbolic. The attack of the police was interpreted as an 
attack against the whole neighborhood. 
The revolt began with large demonstrations and protests and escalated to wide-spread 
rioting. The riot spread to all the big cities of Greece. Outside of Greece solidarity 
demonstrations also took place in several cities around the world. 
The Park was created in the end of this post-revolt period. If there were a 
neighborhood in Athens where its residents would dare make such an attempt reality 
and resist to every obstacle, this would be Exarchia. 
28 
  
As I have been told by T., a member of the assembly of the park, who is also one of the 
few that were deeply involved with the creation of the Park from the beginning and 
still is, “the Park is clearly a child of the revolt”. According to T. “December was just 
the beginning. It lasted (the revolt) until January and February. In the beginning of 
March, when the call for the occupation of the Park was made, people were still 
‘warm’. At the time, it was something that was possible to happen. The creation of the 
Park may have been one of the last actions driven by the spirit of the revolt”.  
 
3.2 History of the Park’s occupation 
The occupied land of the Park, is property of the Technical Chamber of Greece (TCG). 
In the 1980’s the TCG demolished the old building that used to be a hospital, with the 
plan to create a new building which would host the offices of TCG in the empty land. 
This plan was never materialized. In the 1990’s the TCG donated the place to the 
Municipality of Athens, in exchange for the permission to build its offices in the area 
of Marousi. The assignation never happened and the place remained the property of the 
TCG which rented it as a parking lot for many years. The rental contract ended at the 
end of 2008, and this -once again- brought the matter to the surface. The assembly of 
“The Initiative of the Residents of Exarchia” (epitropi protoboulias katoikon 
Exarchion), in collaboration with the collective “We, Here and Now and for All of 
Us”, which was the assembly of the opera house of Athens which was occupied at the 
time, made a call to all the residents of Exarchia and the city, to have a demonstration 
on March 7th, at the empty space. Residents, as well as supporters of the idea, gathered 
on this date and occupied the place.  
According to N. also a member of the assembly, the timing of this event was the most 
important and that which made the occupation such a success. It was the perfect 
coincidence, the end of the rental contract to concur with the time after the revolt, 
when people were still in a state of upheaval. According to him “It was meant to 
happen exactly then”. 
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1.1 The Park just before the occupation, as it looked like as a parking lot. 
 
1.2 The Park during the first years of its existance.  
 
1.3 The Park as it looked like in winter 2014.  
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The timing was the most important factor according to K. as well, also a member of the 
assembly. For her “That was the perfect timing, while now, for example, it is not a 
good time at all for similar calls for occupation. In the future, the circumstances might 
be good again, but now they are not at all”.  
The assembly of the Park was formed the next day of the occupation. From these open- 
to- all assemblies, the character of the Park was decided: self-organized, anti-hierarchic 
and anti-commercialist. That is also why, despite the fact that a great number of people 
tried to give a political stigma to the Park, from different political parties, they did not 
succeed. According to K. “many different ‘ghosts’ where surrounding the Park in the 
beginning, and mostly the one of Syriza (Coalition of the Radical Left–United Social 
Front). But the fact that we continue in the same way, shows that we have succeed”. T. 
from the assembly has the same opinion, “the fact that we continue this way shows that 
any political stigma is something that is forbidden. The Park is free and open to all!” 
During the years the assembly has gone through various stages and has more or less a 
clear character now. In the beginning the meetings would take place in the Park. They 
were free and very spontaneous. According to T., this was something very unique, but 
also very risky. Such a spontaneous gathering to organize such a difficult attempt had a 
great risk to it. For the reason that in the end it worked out, T. says “We met there in 
the assemblies and somehow we had to trust each other. We had to find a way. It 
happened through work, or discussion or beers, but mostly through very tough work. 
But the request was to create something that would have a character and a form. That 
would give duration in time to this attempt. In other attempts, one group starts 
something and they already have a fixed form; here it was not like this. We were just 
unorganized people trying to do something from scratch and this was hard”. 
Today the assembly of the Park has a specific character. It is open to all and its 
position is clearly towards self-management and anti-commercialism. But its spatial 
place is not something that could be ignored.  
The creation of this Park is something unique in the history of Athens. Only one 
attempt can be compared to it, and this is the creation of the assembly of the park in the 
junction of Kyprou and Patision streets, in the area of Kipseli. In this case, a park pre-
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existed and the residents gathered to stop the municipality from cutting down the trees, 
in order to create an underground parking lot.  
This attempt was different because there, the focus was to maintain a park, while in 
Exarchia the attempt was to create a park. When making this comparison we are 
confronted, once more, with the importance of the spatial positioning of the Park. 
According to K. “The area you are in is a very important factor which is defined by 
what you do and what your target is. The area really characterizes you. That area is 
Kipseli and this here is Exarchia. Exarchia is a neighborhood where people say good 
morning to each other. In Kipseli things are very different”. 
Very characteristic as well is the comment of B., “It is a different  thing to have a 
social center in Petroupoli (another area in the center of Athens), than have one in 
Exarchia! It is a totally different thing! How often will you go for a coffee in 
Petroupoli? Once a year? In Exarchia it is different. People that hang out here are many 
more than those who actually live here!” 
 
3.3 Other ‘Free spaces’ in Exarchia 
The assembly of the Park is one of the many assemblies in the area of Exarchia. Other 
such assemblies and occupied places do exist in the neighborhood, creating a network 
of occupied places. 
Following my informers around and staying in the neighborhood, the main places that 
people were moving around in were the occupied places of the Vox (former cinema), 
the Steki Metanaston (which means the ‘place where immigrants hang out’), the self-
organized health structure and Protovoulia katoikon Exarchion (initiative of the 
residents of Exarchia). Very strong is the presence of nosotros and the assembly of 
zikos in the neighborhood. Zikos (a social market which aims to cater for the needs of 
the residents without the use of middle men in trade) does not yet have a place to host 
its attempts yet, but at the time I was leaving the field, a place was getting ready to host 
the activities of this assembly.  
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As one of my informants once told me, “in Exarchia there are many different tribes. 
Each tribe has found its place here”. This observation seems quite accurate since, all 
these “free, self-organized” places have their own assemblies and act in an autonomous 
way. But in practice they are also quite attached to each other. Τhey are situated all 
very close to each other, all around the square of Exarchia, with the Park being the 
most remote. 
 
1.4 Characteristic places of the area (Polytechion and Exarchia square), and squats in Exarchia.  
These places create a network of “free” self-organized, public places as their 
assemblies call them, in which the users of the Park, the assembly of the Park and the 
residents of Exarchia circulate. 
 
3.4 The People of the Park. 
The park is an attempt by the residents of Exarchia and for the residents of Exarchia. 
At this point, it is worth mentioning that the special characteristics of this area, 
mentioned above have made this neighborhood a meeting point for people all around 
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Athens, as well as a destination to go, for people all around Greece. A small-sized local 
park though was expected to be occupied mostly by the residents of the area itself, 
rather than the crowds of the surrounding areas. My stay there showed that those who 
use the Park every day are many more than the residents of the nearby buildings. 
Two main categories can be made of the people that are deeply engaged in one way or 
the other with the Park. There are the daily users of the Park and the assembly of the 
Park. Both of these categories consist of people that care about the Park, use it and pass 
by or stay there, almost, if not, every day. 
But the characteristics of these two groups are very different.  
The assembly of the Park is made up of people that are all residents of Exarchia. They 
are almost all working people and are political active. On the other hand, most of the 
daily users of the Park do not live in Exarchia and most of them are currently 
unemployed. 
The different circumstances of their lives make these two distinct categories use the 
space of the Park in a totally different manner, which also leads to a very different 
understanding of time. “The experience of time permeates everyday life. It is 
immediate and mediated, all-pervasive and multi-faceted. It is indeed integral to human 
existence. However, the way we perceive and conceptualize this experience varies with 
cultures, historical periods and contexts, with members of societies and with a person’s 
age, gender, and position on social structure. The meanings and values attributed to 
time, in other words, are fundamentally context-depended” (Barbara Adam 1994, p. 
503). 
Indeed the two different groups of people that are- in one way or another- involved 
with the Park, provide an excellent example that makes us think about the perceptions 
of time. Both groups are members of the same society and they live under similar 
conditions; they all are residents of the city of Athens, and all of them speak, more or 
less, the same language. The places that they move around in are exactly the same (the 
city, the neighborhood of Exarchia and the Park). Yet, the way they deal with time is 
totally different.  
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The daily users of the Park have a fluid image of time. They come and go to the Park 
without having specific appointments or set times, nor do they seem to care about 
specific time or timetables. They usually arrive quite late in the afternoon and stay 
there until night. Others might have the habit of coming earlier in the morning, leaving 
the area and returning later. Most of them are not residents of Exarchia, so they inflow 
from other places of the city. In general, there is the feeling that whatever moment you 
go to the Park, someone you know, if you are one of those who frequently use the 
place, will be there. And if nobody is there, it is almost certain that sooner or later 
someone will come.  
 
3.5 Construction of time in the ‘free’ space of the Park. 
I must admit that I have a very different way of dealing with time. I am used to making 
specific appointments and going by the clock. This made it difficult for me, at the 
beginning, to feel the way my informers, the users of the Park dealt with time. One of 
the first days in the field, I was talking with one of my main informers, K., while in the 
meantime, another person, also a user of the Park, came to talk to us . He spent some 
time talking and when he left he said to K. “see you tonight”. A very reasonable thing 
for me was to assume that they had some kind of an appointment that evening, or that 
there was something going on in the evening that they would both attend. After asking 
K. about it, it was made very clear to me that my assumption was incorrect. K. told me 
“I might be here tonight, I might not; he might come or not, it does not matter… I will 
see him very soon here again anyway.... We don’t have to make appointments. We all 
are here and soon enough we’ll meet again”. 
The aforementioned makes it obvious that even if the use of clock and calendar is the 
basic measurement of time in a society, people within this society find ways to deal 
with time in different ways. The fact that this society is organized by the use of clock 
time, does not mean that other ways of measuring time cannot exist. No clock refers to 
‘bad’ or ‘good’ times, but the abstract, quantified, spatialized time of a clock, forms 
only one aspect of the complex meanings associated with Western time (Adam 1994, 
p. 509).The question of the human agent when referring to time should not be 
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neglected, even in situations that might appear self-explanatory, like the example given 
above.  
When I decided to go to a society so familiar to me, the consideration of issues about 
time was the last thing I expected to confront. I had tried to be alert and not assume 
anything, but the difference in the concepts of time brought me face to face with an 
assumption that I had already made and had not even realized.  
The issue of the human factor in matters of understanding and dealing with time is 
something that should not be ignored during research. According to Helga Nowotny 
the factor of the human agency is potentially a powerful analytic concept, it is a 
concept though that is multi-sided. What have to be taken into account are not only the 
differences and connections among different factors, which can be human or non-
human, but their forms of interaction in temporal processes (Nowotny 1992, p. 447). 
The man-made symbols of the clock and the changing dates of the calendars are, 
according to Elias, all fabricated ways to communicate time. When looking at a clock 
one knows that this time is not only for one, but for the whole society in which one 
belongs to. By the use of the clock, a group of people can communicate a message to 
each individual of the group. (Elias 1992, p. 15). 
The users of the Park are members of the Greek society and, of course, they know how 
to communicate time by the use of the clock. They also use it as well. But it is not the 
basic way of organizing their day. They have developed a different way of dealing with 
the issue of time in their daily communication. Inside the borders of a society, 
individuals and groups of people are able to adopt different ways of dealing with time. 
According to Norbert Elias, “within a person’s society, within the network 
compromised by its members, the individual usually has a certain measure of 
autonomy, some scope for decision, within uncontrolled, non-human nature” (ibid., 
p.17). 
This different way of adjusting to time was also obvious through the language they 
used to refer to time. When making an appointment to meet, no certain time was 
almost ever agreed on. Expressions like “talk to you tonight” or “see you later” were 
more common. Specific time was mentioned when it was needed, due to specific 
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structured interactions. For instance, when K. referred to a scheduled appointment with 
the doctor, he told me “I went to the doctor at ten a.m. and she sent me to the hospital, 
which was open for the public without appointment until two p.m.”.  
Time in Greece, is mainly considered a distinct time. Specific dates dominate our lives. 
For instance, the date to pay the rent or the appointment with the doctor, are but a few 
examples. According to Jane I. Guyer, these dates are not a part of a sequence or a 
cycle of time, but unique punctuated moments. This creates an idea about time that is 
punctuated rather than something that is enduring (Guyer 2007, p. 416). This 
punctuated feeling about time that I was so used to, was what created this ‘difficulty’ 
in communicating with my informers in the beginning. 
Counting time according to a specific timetable is a necessity for the users of the Park, 
when having to interact with parts of the clock-organized society. The assemblies of all 
the occupied places are organized according to a very specific timetable, so even when 
the daily users want to hang out around these places, the hour of the day was important 
for them to know and fix their routine about. At the Steki Metanaston, language 
courses were given at specific times of the day. At Nosotros, lunch was served from 
noon until six pm., and you could have a drink at Vox until eleven o’clock at night. 
Afterwards the doors would close. The Park is an open public space, and this makes it 
a completely different case, if you compare it with the other occupied places that have 
doors, which close for the public at a specific scheduled hour known to all. At the Park, 
as well as the square of Exarchia, you are free to go at any specific time or date and 
stay for as long as you wish. Thus, the way of dealing with time has to do -to a great 
degree- with the place that you are in at the moment.  
Giddens also indicates how our movements through space always involve time, and 
that there are many different shorts of time, like personal time, clock time, cyclical 
time and so on (Giddens 1985). 
The whole area of Exarchia reinforces this feeling of being able to have this fluid way 
of dealing with time even more. Despite the fact that police violence is a frequent 
phenomenon in the area, when you are inside Exarchia, you can get the feeling that you 
are “out of the sight of the police”. As one of my informers, a resident of Exarchia, told 
me “in this neighborhood you feel free. You see young people with their motorcycles 
37 
  
removing their helmets the moment they enter Exarchia”. In connection to the time, 
this means that in Exarchia, in the square and even more in the Park, you are free to act 
whichever way you want to, no matter what time of the day it is. For instance, you are 
free to gather very late at night at the Park and play music. There you can experience a 
different kind of freedom, because you know that even if the neighbors are annoyed by 
the music, they will not call the police on you. This unique opportunity to be able to be 
“outside” any time schedule, even “outside” the state’s general rule that during night 
hours you are obliged to be quiet, makes it even more probable for this group of people 
to create a different way of dealing with the passing of time. 
 
3.6 The importance of the relation between space and time.  
This notion of temporality that the users of the Park have, is -to a great degree- 
reinforced by the place they are in.  
The place that somebody is in, is very important, regarding the way he or she feels. 
The differences that the neighborhood of Exarchia has, in comparison to other 
neighborhoods in the city of Athens, has been explained in the previous sections of this 
chapter. These specific socio-historical circumstances (the existence of universities and 
cheap rents that attracted artists, students and intellectuals, as well as the flourishing 
publishing companies found in the area) created such a unique place, which seems to 
be an island of political activity and free expression of thought inside the city. 
Characterized by many as a “free small paradise” inside the city, the Park is 
experienced as a free zone. A small oasis inside the city, not only because it is a green 
space that allows you to breathe in this full of concrete city, but because it gives you 
the feeling that you are ‘free’ as a person. You can reshape the place according to your 
wishes and you are in a place that, in a way, sets you out of any supervision. That is 
why many like to call the Park ‘their home’.  
This has created a situation where inside the borders of an area -Exarchia- that is 
considered quite ‘free’, there is a smaller area that offers you an even greater sense of 
freedom. The fact that the Park is an open space strengthens this impression. The 
square of Exarchia, is a free place as well, but there you are still under the state’s 
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supervision. In comparison to other ‘indoor’ occupied places, the building is what 
automatically creates borders, in time and space. Being in an ‘indoor’ place, the 
environment itself is a constant reminder of the fact that there are specific rules to be 
followed. At a certain time you will be asked to leave and ignoring the stated rules will 
set you outside of this place immediately.  
The problem of time while researching, according to Munn, is how to conceptualize 
something so ordinary and so transparent in everyday life such as time (Munn 1992, 
p.116).  People are in a socio cultural time of multiple dimensions that form their 
‘projects’. Thus, people use time according to what they want to succeed.  
But what should not be forgotten, is that time is also an extremely political issue. 
Clock time affects our daily experience in time and space; it coordinates people with a 
wider politico-cosmic order and with a world time of particular values and powers. So 
control over time is a medium of power and governance, as well as control over the 
physical body of people (ibid., p. 109). 
This control is very crucial since time is always upon us, but with its pervasiveness, 
inescapability and chameleonic character we tend to forget it (ibid., p.116). Our time 
schedule defines which space we are in each time of the day, and on the other hand, the 
space we are in, defines our timetable. An example of this is in a working environment 
between working hours and break time. No matter which place they are in, people have 
to adjust to a specific timetable, already made and enforced on them. Sometimes it is 
more obvious, like in the example with the working space mentioned above, other 
times it is not, like, for instance, inside somebody’s house. There seems to be no space 
inside a society, especially in an urban environment, where people live too close to 
each other, and where a person cannot freely organize time by its own rules. In this 
setting, the Park seems to be an exception. The fact that this occupied place is 
outdoors, seems to make a great difference regarding the opportunities it gives as far as 
the concept of time is concerned.  
The connection between time and space is so important that it seems there cannot be 
one without the other. Space is not just a passive backdrop of interaction; space is the 
field of conduct where agents organize what they want to do. (Giddens 2013). 
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Space must, thus, be, incorporated into social theory, not as an environment, but as an 
integral to the occurrence of social behavior. Any pattern of interaction occurs in space 
and time (Giddens 1979, as quoted in Lawrence & Low 1990, p. 489). 
As we shall see in the following part, the members of the assembly follow a different 
kind of temporality than the users of the Park. We can say that the users of the Park 
organize their time according to what Giddens refers to as “durée of day to day life”. 
This ‘day to day’ should not be confused with ‘every day’. It refers to what Levi-
Strauss called “reversible time”, meaning the reproduction of social activities, and a 
certain attitude towards the world (Giddens 2013). 
 
3.7 Time notions of the assembly of the Park. 
The time of the occupation of the Park was judged by my informers as the ‘right time’. 
Timing was a very important factor which led to the success of the creation of the Park.  
This characterization of time from the members of the assembly of the Park, showed 
the various concepts people have of time. Even if in Greece time is considered to be 
linear with a past, present and future, the way we talk about time differs. According to 
Barbara Adams, time in Western societies, takes place not only on the two-dimensional 
plane of linear, chronological time. Very often we check what time it is, as well as 
refer to matters according to time. But these references have very different meanings. 
We speak, for instance, about clock time and winter time, about good times and bad 
times, as well as the right time for a specific action (Adam 1994, p. 508). Despite the 
fact that the members of the assembly communicate using clock time, this kind of 
characterization of time, proves that time is not as concrete as we believe. Time can be 
explained and understood in many different ways. The occasion of spring of 2009, was 
the ‘right time’ to attempt a unique occupation. It was the time that the residents of 
Athens dared such an attempt, while the winter of 2014, was judged as inappropriate 
time for such an attempt.  We easily understand these different meanings of time 
without giving it much thought. But this makes clear that time is not exhausted by 
clock time measure; it is multi-faceted, involved in physical processes and social 
conventions and in the relations between people (ibid.) 
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As mentioned above, the post-revolt period which was also the time the rental contract 
of the land that the Park was later built on expired, was the ‘right time’ to create the 
Park. This way of counting time, is a type which Barbara Adam, calls the ‘when time’. 
The time of the occupation was also connected with the clock and calendar time. We 
should not forget that the call for the occupation asked people to gather, in order to 
protest in this place, on a particular day, at a specific time. But this evaluation of time 
has to do with the socio-historical, economic and political context as well as the well-
being and condition of the participants. All these together played a crucial role in the 
decision about the ‘when’, in the evaluation about the ‘right time’ (ibid., p. 510).   
The revolt which started in December of 2008, drove people from all social groups and 
ages ‘to the streets’. People’s indignation for the unjust loss of a teenage boy, was the 
spark which led to the explosion of society. An explosion only to be expected, 
considering the great poverty and police brutality which prevailed in Athens. This 
unbelievable force that was unleashed from the anger of  thousands of people who 
participated in the riot ,  spread to the rest of the big cities in Greece and was followed 
by solidarity  events around the whole world. This created a wave of excitement. The 
inhabitants of the city believed that change could actually occur. These circumstances 
led the people from the assembly of the Park to talk about “the right time” considering 
the timing the Park was created. They said  that, “the Park it is clearly a child of 
December 2008; you cannot connect it to anything else”. 
The aforementioned shows how people think and how they use time in a multifaceted 
way. Today, the way things are organized by the assembly of the park, follow a 
specific timetable. 
People of the assembly of the Park are in a different position in the society than the 
users of the Park. Taking into consideration the fact that most of them have to devote at 
least eight hours per day to their work, we immediately understand that they do not 
have the time to spend hours in the Park. Furthermore, since their work demands of 
them to be in a certain place during either mornings, afternoons, and/or evenings, the 
time of the day that they have available to spend on the Park is very specific.  
The way to organize and conceive time according to a timetable, is also how the 
matters that concern the Park are organized. 
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At the time I started my research, the way the meetings of the assembly were organized 
was the following: every Wednesday and Sunday there was a scheduled meeting. The 
Wednesday meetings, which had to do with construction plans took place at seven o’ 
clock, and were very well organized. Later on these meetings were to be held every 
other Wednesday, because of the participants’ lack of free time. The place of the 
meeting was an occupied building next to the Steki Metanaston. Mainly because of the 
time of year, during winter, the meetings had to take place in an indoor space. During 
the warm months of the year, the meetings took place in the Park. During the 
Wednesday meetings the things that would be put into action on Sundays were 
discussed. On Sundays, people would meet once again at half past eleven in the 
morning, but this time at the Park, in order to do work towards the maintenance of the 
place and materialize the construction plans that had been decided on during the 
Wednesday meetings of the assembly. 
The social need of an organized timetable in this case becomes clear. Thus, time must 
be a common language, in order for these assemblies to faction. “The human made 
symbols of the changing faces of clocks, the changing dates of calendars, are time. One 
can say rightly enough that the clock communicates time” (Elias 2013, p.14). This type 
of communication is essential for the assembly of the Park, since their goal is to attract 
more people to get involved with the assembly, they need a way to synchronize their 
activities in time and space (Giddens 2013). For this, people have to know the exact 
time which events and gatherings take place, since “clock time is, above all, the 
synchronization of activities in time and space. People have to ‘know’ the time, most 
of the time, for such synchronization to be possible” (ibid, p.153). Those involved in 
the assembly have to make it possible to whoever wants to support or participate, to be 
able to schedule whatever other activities they have around the time of the assembly. 
According to Giddens (2013), co-ordination of space, in this case, is impossible if there 
is no co-ordination of time. Scheduled meetings and dates help supporters of the Park 
to synchronize. 
Attending the meetings of the assembly of the Park, the idea of temporality was always 
present in their talks. All the decisions taken by the assembly were not considered 
permanent. As they have told me “what we decide now, is according to our needs at 
this period of time. A future assembly might demolish what we now construct because 
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it may be of no use any longer”. The Park was created because there was a need for a 
public place in this neighborhood of Exarchia. If, in the future, the Park ceases to be 
useful for the residents of the area, it will cease to exist.  
But there is also another reason why the Park is connected with the discussion about 
time and space and the human factor in this matter. The Park is an attempt towards the 
request of the Right to the City. The Right to the City, proposes an alternative way of 
constructing urban public space. It is not only the right to use and have access to what 
already exists, but to be in the position to change it (Harvey 2003, p. 939). According 
to Henri Lefebvre, the Right to the City involves not only the citizens, but each and 
every inhabitant of the city. His image of the Right to the City, demands the restructure 
of power relations in a way that control will be transferred from the state and the 
corporations, to the hands of the inhabitants (Purcell 2002, pp 101-102). In modern 
societies spatial separation and time-space zoning of activities is one of the most basic 
characteristics. The outcome of this segregation is the creation of new forms of 
relationship between public and private spaces (Giddens 2013).  
 
Matters of time and space appeared to be of great significance. If according to Tilley 
(1994), Time and space are components of actions rather than containers for it, the 
time the Park was created, was so important that we can say that the creation of the 
Park would have been impossible at any other time. Its spatial position is also of great 
significance since, the unique characteristics of the neighborhood of Exarchia made the 
creation of an alternative, “free”, urban public space possible. This space influenced 
those that were in one way or another connected with it.  
The Park created a place where time and the relation between time and space were not 
fixed notions. Such a “free” place creates the field where “many individuals can 
articulate their wish for greater autonomy over their time, including the ability to 
structure time in such a way that yields units meaningful for them and in accordance 
with certain activities embedded in their life situations” (Nowotny 1992, p. 445). 
The users of the Park, found a place where a more fluid perception of time, is possible. 
On the other hand, the assembly of the Park had a different notion of time, a clock-
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wise time, a scheduling of day to day activities that were based on a timetable. These 
two different ways of dealing with time, can very well co-exist, since the Park as an 
open-air squat, provides a place for all to express their needs freely.  Interpretations of 
what the Park stands for vary, and the need for each group to support their personal 
definition, can occur when the users of those hanging out in the Park, do not agree with 
the image of the Park that the neighborhood wants to preserve. In this case, the 
difficulties of creating a self-managed open- air space, become obvious, as we shall see 
in the following chapter. 
The existence of the Park and its request of the Right to the City, proposes an 
alternative way of constructing time and space; a way that is based on the needs of 
those living in the area and is characterized by the idea of temporality. In the following 
chapter, I will analyze the connection of the Park and the neighborhood of Exarchia 
with the theoretical discussions concerning the Right to the City, based on 
ethnographic data. 
 
Chapter 4. A request regarding the Right to the City. 
In the previous chapter, the circumstances that made the occupation of the Park a 
success were explored. The two groups that made the call for the occupation of the 
parking lot which was to become the Park, had the strength that the riot of December 
2008, gave to the people of Athens as their most important ally. 
The right timing proved to be one of the most crucial factors in this attempt. In 
combination with the right timing, the place that this land was situated was of no less 
significance, mostly due to the fact that Exarchia is a unique neighborhood in the city 
of Athens. In this chapter I will discuss why this occupation happened in this specific 
neighborhood. Despite the fact that the “island of Exarchia” (Makrygianni & 
Tsavdaroglou 2011, p. 51) is a place of great political activity, it is, a part of the center 
of the city, as well. This means that it also shares the many problems that the city of 
Athens has regarding the lack of green areas and free, public spaces, making the life of 
those living in this big capital difficult. We will see why there was a call for occupation 
of this specific place and why the creation of an open public space in this area was 
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considered by many a necessity. Five years after the occupation, we will see how 
things are in the Park today, what its image is like, what the feelings of the residents of 
the area about the Park are and, finally, which circumstances the current assembly of 
the Park has to deal with.  
This analysis will lead us to the theory of the Right to the City and its connection to the 
Park. In the process of my research the focus will gradually move “outside” the Park, 
to the neighborhood of Exarchia. We will see how other occupied places are connected 
with the Park, the request for the Right to the City and the movement towards anti-
hierarchy and direct democracy. 
 
4.1 Spatial characteristics of urban public spaces in Athens. 
In the previous chapter we have seen the socio-historical reasons that gave Exarchia 
the image that it has today, and furthermore the explanation of why this is the place of 
great political activity and where the greatest riots of the country began in December 
2008. Its spatial characteristics are of no less importance. Exarchia followed the 
development of the city of Athens. The greatest urban transition Greece has ever seen, 
followed World War II and the Greek Civil War (1946 – 1949).  
After the war, in order for the authorities to control the population and achieve social 
peace, they opened the way to a violent, great scale urbanization. In this process the 
system of antiparochi emerged and changed the face of the city of Athens, as well as 
the social position of many of its residents. According to this system, the land owner 
and building contractor would co-operate in reaching an agreement for a fair exchange. 
This co-operation meant that the land owner would provide the land where the building 
contractor could build a building, usually the Greek polukatikia (apartment building) at 
his or her own expense. The building, made by the contractor on the landowners’ land, 
would be his or hers, with the exception of one or usually two apartments (according to 
the agreement made between the two parties) that would belong to the landowner. This 
system promoted small private property, thus making   most of the residents of Athens 
the owners of their own apartment or apartments. As a result, this transformed the 
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social position of a great number of the working-class population, into petit bourgeois. 
(ibid., p. 30).  
Further promotion of the system of antiparochi during the 1960’s and the 1970’s 
started to formulate the landscape of the city of Athens in the way it is today. The law 
regarding building construction inside the city at the time, allowed the construction of 
very high buildings, high enough to satisfy the needs of the land owner and also give 
the constructor the ability to make a profit (Papamichos 2002, p. 83) Great concrete 
building apartment blocks is the most dominant characteristic of the city till this day. 
Many of today’s spatial problems of the city such as very narrow streets, bad 
construction, great shortage of public spaces, are the result of this system (ibid., p.84). 
This chaotic development of the city, was not coupled with the construction of the 
necessary infrastructure. The Operation for the Reconfiguration of the Urban Plan 
(ORUP) and the 1985 Master Plan of Athens consisted the authorities’ attempts to 
rationalize the city’s development at the time (Makrygianni & Tsavdaroglou 2011, p. 
31).  
The above mentioned give us a clear explanation of how the city was created as it is 
today. As a result, according to Makrygianni & Tsavdaroglou, the center of Athens has 
the highest population density compared to all European capital cities, including 
Istanbul. Apart from the high population density, Athens also lacks open public places. 
Green areas in the city of Athens measure 2,5m2 per inhabitant, whereas in most 
European cities the figure exceeds 15m2 per inhabitant (ibid. p.p.  32-35). This urban 
development of the city of course has, an impact on the way the city and its residents 
can be controlled. According to David Harvey, such spatial characteristics can help in 
the case of protests, since “certain urban environmental characteristics are more 
conductive to rebellious protests than others” (Harvey 2012, p. 117). 
The frequency of road intersections has a great significance in the case of 
demonstrations and clashes with the police. Factors such as visibility, ambushes or the 
ability to be able to communicate are all related to the physical and geometrical 
characteristics of urban space. Another fact that gave Exarchia this unruly 
characteristic is that in this area streets intersect every 45 m, while in the bourgeois 
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neighborhoods of the northern suburbs, junctions occur every 220 m. (Makrygianni & 
Tsavdaroglou 2011, p. 36).  
 
4.2 The Park and its connection to the request of the Right to the City.  
In terms of urban planning and zoning, Athens is a pure failure (ibid., p. 37). The 
neighborhood of Exarchia, did not escape this violent urbanization process. During the 
decades after World War II, following the changes of the rest of the city, it transformed 
into a neighborhood with very little open public space. The largest open spaces for the 
residents not only of Exarchia, but for the rest of the city as well as, are two hills. The 
hills of Strefi and Lycabetous, which provide a place where the residents of Athens can 
enjoy a bit of free space. In the heart of the neighborhood though, there is no other 
public space for the residents of Exarchia apart from a small square, in its center. The 
lack of open green public spaces has made it a common habit for people to gather in 
the few pedestrian streets of the neighborhood, using them as a public space to satisfy 
their need for socializing.  
The creation of a public square in the place where the Park is today has a long history. 
When the Technical Chamber of Greece proposed the transfer of this property to the 
municipality of Athens, the agreement was that it would be given to the public as a 
square. This plan made by an official states department, proves that the lack of public 
space in the area is common knowledge and, therefore, accepted by both authorities 
and residents. Great bureaucracy blocked the transfer twice and the issue remained 
unsolved for several years. Since the transfer was blocked, the Technical Chamber of 
Greece decided to rent the land out to a private firm, in order for it to be used as a 
parking lot. 
Years later, when the riots began, right before the occupation of the land, the assembly 
of the residents of Exarchia had already been discussing the matter of the parking lot 
for over a year, because they were aware of the fact that its rental period was expiring. 
When it became clear that nothing was going to happen once again, the occupation of 
the place was decided. In combination with the energy of the riot and the expiration of 
the contract, this attempt was materialized. The need of public space in the area was 
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undeniable and this is why the attempt received such great positive feedback from the 
press4. 
The atmosphere in the beginning of the creation of the Park was unique. People would 
bring their children and pets, food and drinks, as well as their musical instruments and 
would all work together to break the concrete and the asphalt, in order to create “their 
own” Park. According to T., a member of the assembly and an active member of the 
creation of the Park, in the beginning what was happening was magical! “In the 
beginning we were thousands of people. Everybody was exited and it was also an event 
that became the front page in Athens Voice and Lifo5.  How can I explain it? This was 
the kind of attempt it was! It wasn’t only meant for the revolutionary people. It was for 
all of Athens”.  It was a place of work and play. A place whose creation was in the 
hands of the people. The place was literally the work of all residents, the way Lefebvre 
suggested that a city should be created ((Lefebvre 1996). 
 
1.5 The first years people worked hard, on a daily basis, to create ‘their’ Park. 
The aforementioned quote from an interview with T. shows the exact motivations of 
the people who organized the occupation of the land. It was an attempt from the 
residents of Exarchia and for the residents.  Nevertheless, the focus here should be, not 
                                                          
4 An example of many: http://www.lifo.gr/mag/features/1280  
5 Two different kinds of free press, the most popular in Athens. 
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only on space itself. According to Mustafa Dikeç, attention should also be paid to the 
way public space is produced, and mostly to the relation of this production to 
repression and domination policies (Dikeç 2002, p. 101). In the case of the Park, 
despite the fact that its creation was a political attempt, the feeling that was dominant 
was the creation of a public place, so much needed in this area, and the way it was 
produced, was unique to Greek history. People were self-organized, and worked in a 
collective way, deciding together in free and open assemblies about the actions they 
would take place, in the short term. Organization was and still is short termed. People 
decide what they need and they build it themselves, creating a place that literally is a 
piece of work that is their own.  
According to Lefebvre, a human being has the need to see, hear, touch, and taste, 
together with the need to gather all these perception in a ‘world’. Next to these needs, 
there are other needs, such as creative activity and the need to ‘oeuvre’, which is the 
need to live in a space that is the product of your own work (Lefebvre 1996, p. 147). 
For Lefebvre, life in the city comes with certain needs that ask to be fulfilled. Once 
again the city has to be, according to Lefebvre the “act and oeuvre of a complex 
thought” (ibid, p. 154). According to Kafui Attoh, Lefebvre’s notion of the city as an 
oeuvre, describes the city as a work produced by the daily labor and actions of all those 
that inhabit the city. The Right to the City, for Lefebvre, thus, is a matter of great 
importance. It signifies the right to inhabit the city, the right to produce urban life on 
new terms and the right of the inhabitants to remain un-alienated from urban life 
(Attoh 2011, p. 674).  
This Right to the City, is, therefore, a right which all the inhabitants of a city should 
have, with no exception of gender or race, legal or illegal residency in an area. In 
Exarchia, in March 2009, the residents decided to create a free public space in their 
neighborhood. They all gathered and occupied the place. The Park was the creation of 
“ordinary” people. Many residents of Athens, brought food for those working there, 
and the assembly that was formed the day after the Park’s creation was a spontaneous 
act. The Park was an act upon the Right to the City.  
The lack of public space is very obvious in the area. The enormous participation of 
people proved that, an open space was a necessity for the residents. The creation of the 
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Park is the outcome of an urban public space created from the residents, according to 
their needs. More green space was needed in the area; that is why, despite the small 
size of the land( which makes it more of a square than a park), it was designed like a 
park. Trees were planted and a playground for kids was created. The first assembly of 
the occupied place was spontaneous, according to T., and for the first three years 
assemblies took place in the Park, even during the winter, a fact that proves the 
enthusiasm and loyalty of the people towards ‘their’ Park. The place changed 
completely with the spontaneous and active participation of people. Those involved in 
the Park turned the site into a live space, organically integrated into the life of 
Exarcheia while, at the same time, managed to reflect and affect political developments 
in the country (Dalakoglou & Vardis 2011, p. 84). 
 
4.3 The Park today - problems and issues under discussion regarding people’s request 
of the Right to the City 
Today the Park prides itself for its five years of existence. The time that I started my 
research and entered the field, I almost immediately came across with issues that 
affected the Park at that time. According to David Harvey, the Right to the City is not a 
right to access what already exists, but a right to change it. The right to live in a place 
that it is the creation of its residents (David Harvey 2012). 
However, according to Marc Purcell, this Right to the City is not a panacea. It must be 
seen not as a complete solution to current problems, but as an opening to new urban 
politics (Purcell 2002, p. 99). 
A new way of dealing with urban public space is essential, in case the request of the 
Right to the City is to materialize. The Park offers a unique opportunity to see the 
problems and dilemmas the implementation of this right can bring. Even though every 
city has its own characteristics, with different landscape, as well as political differences 
and might not have much in common with Athens which is quite different from other 
capitals in South Europe, mainly because of the fact that it is so densely populated, 
managed, with the creation of the Park to bring to light difficulties of this right and 
open discussions about possible solutions which are worth examining.  
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One of the first comments that I heard from one of the members of the assembly was 
the following: “Some of the people of the neighborhood, do not want the Park. They 
even said they would have preferred an ‘eight-floor building’ in its place. These people 
tell us we do not take enough care of it, but the Park is for the whole neighborhood. 
We are not those who we have been chosen to take care of it! It is the responsibility of 
the whole neighborhood! It is the job of all of us to take care of it”.  
The Right to the City suggests restructuring politics (ibid.). According to Purcell, local 
governments have started to re-organize their whole structure. They have begun to 
contract out services to volunteer organizations, as well as private firms to carry out 
many of the functions of the local governments. This new policy of contracting on 
services shifts the power of decision making from the hands of the inhabitants to 
organizations and firms that are non-governmental, excluding people even more from 
the decisions that shape their cities (ibid.). With these changes, urban inhabitants are 
becoming increasingly disenfranchised, especially regarding the control they have over 
the decisions taken which shape the geography of the city they live in (Brodie 2000). 
But this fact in political life also affects the state of mind of the citizens. As shown by 
the quote of the member of the assembly above, there is a number of people that do not 
feel that they ought to take care of the Park. They do not consider it ‘theirs’,  their own 
work or ‘oeuvre’ as Lefebvre called it, but something that is somebody else’s job; 
somebody who has the responsibility to maintain it. They just have the right to use it. 
The Right to the City may suggest a restructuring in politics, but this should go 
together with a restructuring of people’s mind set. According to V., “In Greece we 
have a wrong perception regarding public space. We think it is the state’s property, and 
even though we pay for it, we do not consider it ‘ours’. That is why you see people 
litter the streets, for example. You will not see the same people litter their garden, but 
the pedestrian street they do, because they do not consider it their property, but 
somebody else’s, and this somebody is the one who has to take care of it… ” .  
This brings us to another reality regarding the Park that needs to be discussed, and this 
is the question of who this Right to the City involves. At the time of the research, there 
were the following groups involved directly or indirectly with the Park: there was the 
assembly of the Park, the daily users, the residents of Exarchia , especially those of the 
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buildings nearby the Park (those who liked it and those who did not) and the residents 
of the rest of the city. The park, as an attempt to see how feasible all this was, is -
according to Dalackoglou and Vardis- similar to a collective right, the way David 
Harvey has explained the Right to the City is (Dalackoglou and Vardis 2011, p. 127). 
The question that arises here is, how this place, the collective work of people, is going 
to be managed when all these groups come together? Most obviously, participating in 
the assembly of the Park is the way to be a part of the decision-making and this is done 
in a way that everybody is equal and free to participate. This is true, the assembly of 
the Park, indeed, worked in this way. But not all engaged with the Park were members 
of the assembly. If they had all been, it might have led the way towards a solution of 
this problem.  
This brings us to another issue that needs to be discussed. For all the people to be able 
to participate in an assembly or any other group responsible for decision-making in the 
city, in an official way, in the way that the Right to the City would require, the power 
would have needed to be transferred from the national citizens to the urban inhabitants 
(Purcell 2002, p. 102). According to Mark Purcell this vision of Lefebvre’s demands a 
radical transformation of urban social and spatial relations. Inhabitants should have the 
right to participate, regardless of their nationality. The inhabitants should be the ones 
whose voice should be heard when producing urban space.  
But even in this case, questions about what this would incur in practice remain 
unanswered. As mentioned above, different groups of people are involved in different 
ways with the Park. Despite the fact that the Park and the assembly are open to all, as 
one member of that assembly had told me “it is the residents near the Park that should 
get involved. We do not expect residents of Agia Paraskevi (a suburb of the northern 
part of Athens-quite far from Exarchia) to be so involved with the Park”. 
Thus, “a central question would be whether the urban scale, once established under the 
right to the city,  would obliterate its sub-scales such  all inhabitants had entirely equal 
rights to participation in the processes that produce urban space” (ibid., p. 104).  As we 
have seen above, according to Lefebvre, all the inhabitants of a city should have the 
right to participate in the process of making and remaking the urban space they live 
into. But would they all have equal rights? For instance, in the example of the Park 
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mentioned above, would an inhabitant of Agia Paraskevi have exactly the same rights 
as an inhabitant of Exarchia and -even more- as an inhabitant of a building right across 
the Park, in the decisions regarding issues of the Park? What would be the case in a 
neighborhood like Exarchia were, as mentioned by V., “the people that hang out here 
are more than those living here”. 
In connection to this discussion about the rights, another issue has been of major 
importance in the assembly during the months that I was there. This was the drug 
dealing and drug use in the Park. Despite the fact that the winter of 2014, was 
considered one of the ‘best’, regarding these problems, they remained unsolved. It 
must be noted here, that this was a problem for the whole neighborhood. This 
phenomenon was so widespread, that the members of all the assemblies were trying to 
find possible ways to deal with it. Light drug use was a daily reality in the Park.  
The contradictions of the unique character of the Park, become clear. The assembly of 
the Park, takes decisions about the Park, but the assembly is not the one that gives the 
Park its image. The image of the Park is formed by those who use it the most.  
Regarding this and the discussion of rights about whether everyone can be equal and 
whether somebody could have a “greater right to participate” (ibid.), there is also the 
possibility of people who may prove to have absolutely no right.  
In the case of the Park, the assembly has decided that its nature would be that of an 
anti-commercial zone, thus, a place free of any kind of commercial activity (a hard 
decision and even harder to keep, since the Park is located in the center of a 
commercial city). Despite the fact that drug dealing is an extreme commercial activity 
as well as an illegal one which ruins the anti-commercial character of the Park, it can 
also be the reason for police to ‘destroy’ the Park, with the excuse that it has become  a 
place of illegal activity, and, therefore,  needs their intervention to ‘save’ the residents. 
Because, how else would somebody justify the demolition of such a greatly loved and 
needed park? 
Drug use also supports ‘mafia’ activity as mentioned by the residents of Exarchia, and 
has given a very different profile to the Park than the one the assembly wants and the 
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residents demand. Indeed, ‘sensitive’ group of people such as the elderly and parents 
with children avoid being in the park, at certain times of the day, because of this.  
When drug use or dealing was taking place, the people involved in these kinds of 
activities, have no right in the decision-making of the place. 
Regarding these unwelcome activities inside the Park, the practical question that arises 
is, ‘who’ will guard the Park? Who will ensure that these kinds of activities will not 
happen there, and that this place would be used only in the way the residents wants it 
to be? Will the assembly of the Park be the one to guard the place? Will it be the 
residents? And if so, how? If the decision is to guard the Park, a group of people 
should be chosen especially for this. But then, the equal character between all the 
members of the assembly would be lost. So this would not be a solution. In the past, 
when the problems with drugs were more intense, the members of the assembly took 
the matter ‘into their hands’ by taking violent action against the violators and the 
problem was solved in this way. But this was only a course of action that was taken at 
that particular moment, as a solution to a very urgent issue. The physical presence of 
the people of the neighborhood (which was missing at that time), was the best solution, 
according to the assembly. The use of the place from all the residents of the area, is 
considered enough to solve this issue. 
These kinds of questions about groups of people that might not be welcome in an open-
space area raises, questions about what kind of right, within the large range of rights, 
the Right to the City is. “While some scholars have treated the right to the city as a 
collective and socioeconomic right to housing or transportation, others have treated it 
as a classic liberty right against state surveillance or state interference in public 
protest” (Attoh 2011, p. 670). 
The Park from the beginning of its creation shows the possibilities of spatial resistance 
and also a potential of a radical conception of the Right to the City (Dalakoglou & 
Vardis 2011, p. 86). The way the assembly is organized, as well as the way its 
members try to handle difficult issues like the one mention above, shows that the 
Park’s version of the Right to the City is much closer to the concept David Harvey has 
about this right as a collective right. For David Harvey “It is moreover a collective, 
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rather than an individual right, since reinventing the city inevitably depends upon the 
exercise of a collective power over the process of urbanization” (Harvey 2012, p. 4). 
The reality of the daily life in the area close to the Park makes it obvious that it offers a 
great opportunity to witness people, actively and collectively participate in the making 
of the urban environment they live in. What also, becomes clear though is, that when 
the inhabitants actually take the right to participate in decision-making, what they will 
actually do with this power remains undetermined (Purcell 2002, p. 106).  
 
4.4 Other self – organized spaces in Exarchia 
As mentioned in the previous chapter, the Park is not the only self-organized space in 
the neighborhoods of Exarchia. It is a unique place because of its special 
characteristics as an open-air space, but it is a part of a bigger network of squats in the 
area. Members of assemblies of other occupied places in Exarchia recognize this 
uniqueness of the Park, and admit the difficulty in managing such an open-air place. A 
characteristic example is what V., a member of another assembly in the area once said: 
“The Park is closer to what we call public space. Even if at Nosotros there are 
happenings and gatherings, the Park is much closer to this idea. To begin with, it has 
no doors. This makes it hard for the assembly to even set the rules. Here, at Nosotros, 
if you don’t like someone’s behavior, you just say ‘ok, now you should go’. But this 
does not apply to the Park. All the problems the Park faces have forced it to have a 
very clear position of how we want to organize public places in Exarchia; what we 
want and what we don’t want”6. 
The presence of other occupied spaces in the area, creates a network where people 
move around. The Right to the City is, above all, a political request. It implies not only 
a right to urban space, but a political space as well, with the participation of all city 
residents (Dikeç 2002, p. 101).  
                                                          
6 The whole sentence of V. a member of the assembly of Nosotros, regarding what the Park stands for 
was: “The park in its core is oriented in the neighbourhood, it is a very loud request of  ‘we want better 
Exarchia’ and gives a very clear position of how we  want to organize public places here”.  
 
55 
  
These ‘political places’-the squats- are oriented towards the movement of Self-
organization, self-management and anti-hierarchy. They provide an alternative way of 
living and show how things should be organized. People of the neighborhood should 
have the power to decide what will happen to the public places where they live. But 
public places are not the only ones to take into consideration. Services should also be 
provided in a way that people have the power to organize them to their best interests 
and in a way that everyone would have a right in decision making. The inhabitants of 
the places should be those making the decisions, without any private firms or other 
kinds of mediators involved.  
While public spaces in the city are produced for us rather than by us (Mitchel 2013, p. 
18), the recently created ‘self-organized social welfare system of Exarchia’, offers a 
very characteristic example, of how public spaces could be organized differently and 
an alternative way of dealing with health and social issues can be adopted. According 
to P., member of the ‘self-organized social welfare system of Exarchia’, referring to 
the place of this attempt said: “The place here the property of the state. It is not public, 
but if we take the very broad sense of what the state should do, that is to serve the 
public interest, we could say that, in a way, it is public. This place exists and has been 
paid by money that came from the citizens. So, we have to manage it ourselves. If the 
state does nothing with this space, I believe we have the moral obligation to do 
something with it. And, again, we should do this in a way that will be to the benefit of 
the public […] with this in mind, this place is more of a public space than any other 
public space you can think of”.  
This way of organizing public spaces, moves closer to what the Right to the City 
stands for, which “would see inhabitants contribute directly to all decisions that 
produce urban space in their city” (Purcell 2002, p. 102). According to P. “We make 
no discrimination regarding gender or race and our difference with other social health 
centers, is that we don’t take into consideration the fact if someone is insured or not”. 
This it is a place for all the inhabitants of the city and its assembly “wants to give an 
example of how we want all the state’s health care centers to work, as well as all public 
spaces, now and in the future”. 
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This is the way all the assemblies and places mentioned above are, more or less, 
organized. We have seen that the ‘self – organized social welfare system of Exarchia’, 
as well as the rest of these occupied places, follow more or less what David Harvey has 
envisioned the Right to the City to be: “the right to remake ourselves by creating a 
qualitative different kind of urban society is one of the most precious of all human 
rights” (Harvey 2003, p. 939)  
This network of places and the way they are organized, as well a the services they 
offer, try to change the social relationships of the people within the area and they 
closely resemble Lefebvre’s vision of the Right to the City, as a radical transformation 
of urban social and spatial relations (Purcell 2002, p. 103). 
Chapter 5. Conclusion 
Athens is a city with characteristics that are quite different compared to other European 
countries. “The city of antiparochi” (Papamichos 2002, p. 79), has developed after 
World War II, as the city with the highest population density than all European 
countries (Makrygianni & Tsavdaroglou 2011, p. 32). But despite all their differences, 
all cities have one thing in common: that they are not just clusters of many different, 
isolated houses, but consist communities (Weber 2003). Thus, certain social needs, 
such as the need to socialize and seek some form of recreation in an open public place, 
are common to all. “Would not specific urban needs be those of qualified places, 
places of simultaneity and encounters, places where exchange would not go through 
exchange value, commerce and profit?” (Lefebvre 1996, p. 148).  
As we have seen in this paper, in the center of the city of Athens, in a neighborhood 
with specific spatial characteristics and a special revolutionary history, a Park- “the 
child of a revolt”- was created by the inhabitants of the city, in order to satisfy their 
needs for a free public urban space. This Park became the place where the organization 
of time, different to the dominant -clock orientated- way became possible. It also 
became an example of how the loud request of constructing and organizing urban 
space in a different way could materialize.  
5.1 Concepts of time and the importance of  place 
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The concept of time is broadly questioned by scholars. Time, in most cases, elusively 
accompanies us; it is easy to forget and take it for granted. As Norbert Elias remarks, 
the difficulty lies upon the ‘characteristics’ of time, on how you can measure 
something that you cannot feel, that is not perceptible to human senses (Elias 1992, 
p.1). 
The research presented has illustrated the issue of time as a very important factor 
which should not be neglected during the period that the research takes place, as well 
as the time we analyze the research data. When I had initially entered the place of my 
research, I had never questioned the issue of time before. While gathering data by the 
method of spot sampling, I was still working in a way very familiar to me, as far as 
time was concerned. I would take notes at certain specific times of the day –which I 
would write down- and mention was happening around me. This method was, by no 
means alien to me, nor did it clash with my concept of time. I very quickly realize 
which hours of the day were best for me to be at the Park, and when the Park was 
completely empty. As mentioned in chapter two, only when I met certain people (who 
I have named daily users) in the Park, did I find it surprisingly necessary to question 
my concept of time, which was a scheduled, clock-work, oriented program.  
Organizing life according to calendars and hours, is dominant in European and 
northern American countries. According to Norbert Elias, in these societies a very 
complex system of self-regulation has been developed within individual people 
regarding time. People have developed a sensibility towards time. The external social 
compulsion of time, represented by clocks, calendars and timetables, possess - to a 
high degree- the characteristics which promote the formation of individual self-
constraints. The pressure of these external constraints is relatively unobtrusive, 
moderate, even and without violence, but it is at the same time omnipresent and 
inescapable (ibid., pp. 22-23). 
Time, therefore, proved to be an issue that was always under negotiation. People would 
try to structure their days according to their needs, even though this may go against the 
conventional concept of time. Of course, living in a society organized by the clock 
seems to make this close to impossible. Especially in today’s globalized world, where 
not only societies are structured in a certain way, but all the world tries to get 
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synchronized, to have the ability to even think in a different way about the issue of 
time, appears to be virtually unfeasible. 
In having the ability to think about time in any alternative way is closely related to 
space, which appears to be a very important factor, since space, like time, seems 
neutral -it just seems to be there, for people to use and only be in, although it never 
actually is ‘neutral’. What space is depends on who and how somebody is experiencing 
it. Spatial experience is not innocent and neutral, but invested with power relating to 
age, gender, social position and relationships with others (Tilley 1994, p. 11). Thus, the 
way space is understood, depends on several different factors in a person’s life, but on 
the other hand, space also influences the way people experience the world around 
them.  
On the squatted land in Exarchia, which was transformed into the Park, people found 
the place which gave them the freedom to organize their days in a different, more fluid 
way. The daily users of the Park, inside Exarchia, an area which is considered  ‘free’ 
from police surveillance  -even though police brutality is quite often present in this 
area, more than it is in other areas of the city- , have found an even freer place to hang 
out in. This explains why the Park was characterized by many as ‘a small paradise’.  
In his theory regarding the construction of space, Henri Lefebvre creates an interwoven 
dialogue, between what he calls ‘spatial practice’, meaning the way spaces are 
generated and used (usually by those in power); and ‘spaces of representation’, lived 
spaces as produced and modified by the inhabitants. For him lived spaces are also very 
often, spaces of resistance (Lefebvre 1991). 
The Park, a place of representation of what inhabitants of Exarchia and the city want, is 
also a space of resistance. The matter of “control over time” is not just a strategy of 
interaction; it is also a medium of hierarchic power and governance (Munn 1992, p. 
109). The Park is a place where power is questioned. The special characteristics of the 
place as an open-air squat provide the unique freedom of people to organize their 
actions and days, away from any form of organization was enforced upon them ‘from 
above’. This provided a unique opportunity to realize the difference that an open-air 
space could make. The Park, in comparison to indoor squatted places, was regarded as 
a totally different situation. The fact there were no walls or doors created a square of 
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complete freedom which was both a blessing and a curse, as we have seen in chapter 
three. But as far as the issue of time is concerned, it offered people the great 
opportunity, to at least think that another way of organizing time, was possible. 
Even though the Park, provided a place for an alternative way of organizing a daily 
schedule, for the assembly of the Park, the generally accepted way of organizing events 
according to calendar and clock time was crucial, since a generally accepted, shared, 
inter-subjective time, is a necessary factor of communication (Fabian 2002). 
But within the limits of a society, the way people understand or better, talk about time 
can be very different, as we have seen people talking about personal time or cyclical 
time and so on (Giddens 1985). On this basis, the time of the creation of the Park was 
considered the ‘right time’ for this attempt, according to the assembly of the Park. 
It proved to be a place where different concepts of time co-existed. The fact that space 
and time are so closely connected , became obvious with the existence of a place that 
questioned the current way of creating urban public space, which is by the state, local 
authorities or organizations and large firms, and allowed room for questioning issues 
about concepts of time. The procedure of creating or thinking about time and space is a 
mutually connected. People manipulate the environment which has been built to suit 
specific social needs and desires and, on the other hand, the environment that has been 
built enhances or inhibits behavior (Lawrence & Low 1990, p. 464). 
 
5.2 Constructing urban, public places in Exarchia  
When contemplating on social life in the city, we cannot exclude thinking about urban 
space as well, since the built environment is an integral part of social life (Durkheim 
&Mauss 1963).According to Denise Lawrence and Setha Low, built forms also include 
spaces that are defined and bounded, but not necessarily enclosed, such as the 
uncovered areas in a compound, a plaza, or a street (Lawrence & Low 1990, p. 454). 
These “uncovered” places (ibid.) are important to the social life of the inhabitants of a 
city and are also places that fulfill certain needs.  
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We live in a period of time that construction of urban space comes ‘from above’; 
power moves from the state to local governments, and these have begun to reorganize 
their structure, by contracting out to volunteer organizations and private firms, many of 
their functions (Purcell 2002, p. 101). But this idea that “public space is inextricably 
linked to democratic ideals” (Deutsche 1992, p. 24), appears weak. How can we 
discuss democratic ideals, when people are deprived of even that little, indirect power 
they had in  constructing public space according to their wishes and needs , since 
neither the volunteer organizations nor private firms which the government uses are 
elected organs, which means that people have no say to what is being constructed.  
In order for the social life of people in the city to be meaningful, according to Henri 
Lefebvre, power should be transferred to all those who inhabit it (Lefebvre 1991). 
Thus, what he calls the Right to the City, moves us one step forward from what was 
mentioned above. The power of people in forming urban spaces, should not be 
restricted to those who have the right to vote but should apply to all the inhabitants. It 
is the kind of right that should be added to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 
and can only be compared to rights such as women’s rights or children’s rights 
(Lefebvre 2007, p. 318 ).   
The example of the Park, described mostly in chapter three of this paper, provided a 
case of practical implementation of this right. The Right to the City is still a request 
and the Park is a real example of how it could work in practice. As described by John 
Holloway, people in Athens in March 2009, “turned down the walls of a car-park and 
turned it into a communal garden in the middle of the city. Navarinou Park, is a place 
for enjoyment, for children to play, a place for growing vegetables, holding meetings, 
playing music.[…]” (Holloway 2014).  
The characteristics of the whole area of Exarchia proved to be important in the creation 
of the Park. Today, the place, even though loved by many of the inhabitants of Athens, 
faces many practical problems.  The fact that this is a unique attempt in the history of 
Greece means that there is no other set example to follow. Different groups of people 
mingle in the Park. There is the problem of small range criminality. The assembly of 
the Park, tries to find solutions to the problems that occur each time. The fact that there 
is no pervious example to follow, as well as the temporal character of the whole 
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attempt, is what makes the assembly decide on their course of action without having 
any guidance or pre-set rules. People of Athens and the inhabitants of Exarchia in 
particular of course have a very big say in this. All the residents of the neighborhood 
were invited by the assembly of the Park to a gathering named “The Park Discusses 
with the Neighborhood”, to analyze the problems and propose solutions or express 
ideas all together. In ways like this, the socializing element of the Park goes beyond its 
spatial position.  
 
1.6 The poster calling for the ‘discussion’ was hanged across the Exarchia square. The building on the 
right, is the squat ‘Vox’ (in Greek: Κ*ΒΟΞ) 
The course of the Park provides an excellent opportunity, to think about matters 
regarding the request towards the Right to the City. Witnessing the problems that come 
up in its implementation, as well as the solutions found, would provide invaluable 
guidelines in the next attempt people make to organize a public space.  
In the whole area of Exarchia, the network created by squatted places and the assembly 
of the inhabitants (Initiative of the inhabitants of Exarchia) sets an example and a 
request for a different way of organizing urban life. A way according to which the best 
interest of the inhabitants of a place would be the main request (not the profit of those 
involved in its construction) and the power of decision-making would be in the hands 
of those inhabitants. The squatted places and mostly the Park are “a cry and a demand” 
(Lefebvre 1996) from the residents of Exarchia, a cry for “better Exarchia” and a 
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demand for a clear position of “how we want to organize public spaces in Exarchia” 
according to V..  
The fact that the elementary school of Exarchia, included a visit to the Park in its 
curriculum, and has scheduled to include such visits even more often in the future, by 
making it a part of what they call ‘community school’, shows how successful the 
creation of the Park was. The community school involves the connection of the class 
with the school yard and the neighborhood, and it includes ‘adopting’ a part of the 
Park, and teaching the students, how to plant and grow vegetables there. 
The fact that the public elementary school of the neighborhood has included a squat in 
its educational program, and the devotion of the residents of Athens and Exarchia to 
this place, proves that even though invisible to the municipality of Athens, the Park is 
there, indeed, and provides a place that allows for creativity and recreation. Despite its 
problems, this opportunity for the inhabitants of Athens to build it in the way their 
hearts desire (Harvey 2003, p. 941), provided a place where several different needs of 
theirs such as socializing, recreation, and the freedom to organize a personal time 
schedule, have actually been satisfied.  
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Illustrations 
1.1 With permission of the members of the assembly of the Park, the picture was taken 
from the photo archive of the blog of the Park.  
1.2  With permission of the members of the assembly of the Park, the picture was taken 
from the photo archive of the blog of the Park. 
1.3  Picture taken by the author 
1.4 Map taken by, URL: 
https://www.google.com/maps/place/Exarcheia/@37.9867283,23.7365818,2411m/
data=!3m2!1e3!4b1!4m2!3m1!1s0x14a1bd369acac893:0x2600bd2df93b4d72 
Modification made by the author. 
1.5 Accessed June 23, 2014, URL: http://voidnetwork.blogspot.gr/2011/03/2-years-of-
self-organized-park-of.html 
1.6 Picture taken by the author 
 
Picture on Front Page:  
Taken from the blog of the Park, accessed June 20, 2014, URL: 
http://parkingparko.espivblogs.net/englishfrench/about-the-park/ 
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